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A CCIDENT AND SICKNESS INSURANCE: 


Bill (No. 62), introduced respecting, 19. Second reading, 56. House 
goes into Committee on, 80, 104, 196. Ordered to be consolidated 


with Bill (No. 66), To amend Ontario Insurance Act, 198. See 
Insurance. 


Accounts, Pusiic:—See Public Accounts. 


Appress:—See Lieutenant-Governor. 


ADMINISTRATION oF Justice Expenses Act: 


Bill (No. 234), introduced to amend, 231. Second reading, 295. House 


goes into Committee on, 301. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 
Grd, Ni cf 5.) 


ADVERTISING: 


1. Question as to the total amount paid for propaganda, on advice of 
Provincial Advisory Committee, 50. 


2. Question as to system of, given out by Government, 220. 


Arro-PLanE Survey:—See English River Country. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE AND FARM: 


Report presented, 334. (Sessional Papers No. 80.) Printed. 


AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT AcT: 


Bill (No. 53), introduced to amend, 13. Second reading, 45. House 
goes into Committee on, 82. Third reading, 147. R.A., 149. (12 
Geo. V. ¢.. 36.) 


AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT BoarD: 


1. Question as to appointments made to, 102. 
2. Question as to inspectors appointed, 131. | 
3. Report presented, 383. (Sesszonal Papers No. 97.) Printed. 
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AGRICULTURAL AND ExpERIMENTAL Union: 
Report presented, 271. (Sessional Papers No. 82.) Printed. 


AGRICULTURAL SOCIETIES: : 
Report presented, 3835. (Sessional Papers No. 42.) Printed. 


AGRICULTURE AND COLONIZATION: 
Committee appointed, 22. Report, 165, 294. 
AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 29.) Printed. 


ALBERT COLLEGE: 
Bill (No. 247), introduced respecting, 247. Second reading, 273. House 
goes into Committee on, 285. Third reading, 350. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo. V. c. 149.) 
ALIENISTSs, ProvincraL Boarp oF: 


Bill (No. 84), introduced to provide for, 42. Ruled out of order, 101-2. 


ALsTEAD, Lewis: 


Question as to identity of, 88. 


- AMUSEMENT Tax: 


Question as to amount derived from in 1920-21, 96. See Billiard Rooms. 


APPOINTMENTS MADE: 


Question as to number of, made by Government, by Order-in-Council, 
since 1919, 51. 


ARCHITECTS AND Prorussionat Encinners:—See Engineers, Professional. 


ARCHIVES: 


Report presented, 196. (Sessional Papers No. 52.) Printed. 


Art Purposss: 


Committee appointed, 19. No report. 


ASSESSMENT Law: 


1. Bill (No. 77), introduced to amend, 41. Second reading negatived, 
9 ) 


2. Bill (No. 81), introduced to amend, 41. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 78. Reported, 312. 
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. Bill (No. 81), introduced to amend, 41. Second reading and referred 


to Municipal Committee, 78. Reported, 312. 


. Bill (No. 102), introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 117. Reported, 312. 


. Bill (No. 112), introduced to amend, 65. Order for second reading 


discharged, 125. 


. Bill (No. 116), introduced to amend, 66. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 149. Reported, 312. 


. Bill (No. 145), introduced to amend, 91. Second reading nega- 


tived, 152-3. 


a oN am Ea eee to amend, 94, Second reading negatived, 


area 


MIDI CNG tio), dngcdaudar to amend, 101. Second aida and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 175. Reported, 312. 


. Bill (No. 160), introduced to amend, 106. Order for second read- 


ing discharged, 177. 


. Bill (No. 186), introduced to amend, 135. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 172. 


Bill (No. 187), introduced to amend, 135. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 172. 


Bill (No. 190), introduced to amend, 135. Second reading and 
referred, 172. Reported, 312. 


Bill (No. 194), introduced to amend, 136. Second reading and 
referred, 299. 


. Bill (No. 197), introduced to amend, 136. Order for second read- 


ing discharged, 203. 


16. Bill (No. 201), introduced to amend, 138. Second reading and 


referred to Municipal Committee, 221. Reported, 312. 


Bill (No. 264), introduced “The Assessment Amendment Act 1922,” 
313. Second reading, 354. House goes into Committee on, 359. 
Third reading,’ 381," R.A.) 399." (12° Geo. V. c, 78.) 


Arutetic Commission :—See Ontario Athletic Commission. 


AupiTor, PROVINCIAL: 


Report presented, 196. (Sessional Papers No. 54.) Printed. 


AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE: 


Bill (No. 61), introduced respecting, 19. Second reading, 56. House 


goes into Committee on, 63, 74, 80, 104, 196. Ordered to be con- 
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solidated with Bill (No. 66), to amend the Ontario Insurance Act, 
198. See Insurance. 


AYEARST, JoHN A.: 


Question as to official status of, in employ of Government, 24. 


B ACKUS, E. A.: 


als 


©o 


Or 


Question as to whether he has made any request for lease of water 
powers, 43. 


. Question as to Members of Government being subpcnaed in suit, 


Backus vs. “Evening Telegram,” 53. 


. Question as to water powers applied for, 55. 


Question as to receipt by Government, of copy of Resolution re pulp 
and paper interests, 75. 


- Question as to amount paid by, on account of English River Limit, 


etc., 377. 


- Question as to furnishing of Bond by, to guarantee undertakings, 


185. 


. Return ordered of correspondence between the government and re- 


lating to the Lake of the Woods pulp concession, the White Dog 
Rapids Water Power, etc, 77. Presented, 178. (Sessional 
Papers No. 76.) Supplementary Return presented, 190. (Ses- 
sional Papers No. 78.) Not printed. © 


Bartry, STEeiua: 


Question as to employment of and other female operators, 69. 


Bavuau, Porice Orricrr: 


Question as to employment of, 68. 


Bracu Protection Act: 


Bill (No. 118), introduced to amend, 65. Second reading, 107. House 


goes into Committee on, 121. Third reading, 166. R.A., 241. 
(12 Geo. V. « 94.) - 


Breck, Sir Apam: 


Question as to amount of salary, etc., 212. 


Breer, Fresu: 


- Question as to prices paid for, for use in Public Institutions, 221. 
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% 
Brze-Krrprers’ ASSOCIATIONS: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 87.) Printed. \ i 


Bititrarp AND Poot Rooms anp Bowring ALLEYS: 


Bill (No. 114), introduced respecting licenses for, 65. Second read- 
ing, 164. House goes into Committee on, 230, 837. Third read- 
ing, 346. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. c. 85.) 


Birtus, Marriaces anp DEatus: 


Report presented, 384. (Sessional Papers No. 20.) 


Bironpin, Pierre E.: 


Petition for Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to ad- 
mit him to practice, 10. Reported, 60. Bill (No. 27), introduced 
and referred, 62. Motion to recommit report of Private Bills Com- 
mittee for purpose of re-consideration of Bill proposed and nega- 
tived, 193-4. Fees remitted, 209. 


Brive Sxy LEGISLATION: 


Report on, presented, 105. (Sessional Papers No. 67.) Printed. 


Bonps, Treasury Nores: 


Question as to amount borrowed; amount realized, etc., 95. 


Bonvusina Powers: 


Bill (No. 104), introduced to abolish, by Municipal Corporations, 64. 
Second reading and referred to Municipal Committee, 90. Re- 
ported, 234. 


Boys: 


Bill (No. 248), introduced, for the training of, committed *to Institu- 
tions, 249. Second reading negatived, 284. 


BRANTFORD, CiTy OF: 


1. Petition for Act to ratify and confirm certain By-laws, 10. Reported, 
89. Bill (No. 6), introduced and referred 40, Reported, 120. Sec- 
ond reading, 132. House goes into Committee on, 204. Third read- 
ing, 2384. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. c 105.) 


2. Return ordered of correspondence relating to the administration of 
Justice for, or County of Brant, since October 1919, 56. Presented, 
173. (Sessional Papers No. 75.) Not Printed. 
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’ Brantrorp Porice Force: 
Report of Commission to investigate, presented, 163. (Sessvonal Papers 
No. 74.) Not printed. 
BREWERS AND DISTILLERS: 


Bill (No. 95), introduced to reduce business assessment of, 49. Second 
reading and referred to Municipal Committee, 90. Reported, 234. 
See Assessment Law. 


Bupertr:—See Supply. 


ALLAGHAN, E. J.. COMPANY LIMITED: 
Question as to date of last return by, 184. 
CAMPBELL, GORDON: 


Question as to employment of, 115. 
Canapa Company’s Lanps:—See Mineral Rights. 


Canapa HianwaAys Act: 


Question as to payments received under, in 1919-20 and 1920-21, 275. 


Canapa Roaps Act: 


Return presented to an order of the House of the Session of 1921, of 
correspondence re contribution under, towards construction of High- 
ways in Ontario, 179. (Sesstonal Papers No. 77.) Not printed. 


CANADIAN CHIROPRACTIC CoLLEGE, Lrp.: 


Petition for Act of incorporation, 35. Reported, 109. Bill (No. 46), 
introduced and referred to Private Bills Committee, 111. Not 
reported. 


Canapian "NationaL Rartways: 


Resolution that all branch lines of, running through districts in which 
electric power can be supplied by the Commission, shall be operated 
by electric power, etc., 391. 


CANBORO AND DUNNVILLE: 


Question as to cost per mile, of completed highway, between, 389. 


CAPITAL AND OrpINARY EXPENDITURE: 


Question as to date of last payment for fiscal year 1920-21, made on ac 
count of, 156. | 
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CarLeton, County or: 


Petition for Act authorizing the corporation to provide by by-law, for 
the borrowing of certain moneys, 14. Reported, 28. Bill (No. 38), 
introduced and referred, 31. Reported, 141. Second reading, 152. 
House goes into Committee on, 174. Third reading, 204. R.A., 
241. (12 Geo. V. c. 106.) 
CarmicHaEL, Hon. D.: 


Question as to number of times he inspected the Queenston-Chippawa 
works, 2538. 


Cavanacu, W.: 


Question as to employment of, 73. 


OHaruTon, Mr.: 


Question as to employment of, 71. 


CHATHAM WHISKEY SEIZURE: 
Report of Commission on presented 119. (Sesstonal Papers No. 70.) 
‘Not printed. 
CHILDREN, NEGLECTED: © 


Report presented, 384. (Sessional Papers No. 27.) | Printed. 


CHILDREN’S ProtrEction AcT: 


1. Bill (No. 178), introduced to amend, 120. Order for second read- 
ing discharged, 177. | 

2. Bill (No. 254), introduced to amend, 262. Second reading, 225. 
House goes into Committee on, 287. Third reading, 346. R.A., 
399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 92.) 


Curppawa Power DEVELOPMENT :| 


1. Proposed selection of Committee to investigate, withdrawn, 164. 
2. Motion proposed re selection and appointment of Committee of House 
to investigate and amendment proposed and carried, 180-83. 
Crvit SERVANTS: 
Question as to number of over age for superannuation who are still in the 
service, 125. 
Civit Service Commission: 


Question as to intention of Government to appoint and replace Mr. 
McCutcheon, 263. See Public Service. 
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Crvit SERVICE COMMISSIONER: 


Report of presented, 266. (Sessional Papers No. 91.) Printed. 


Crviz Service, Ins1pe: 


Question as to number of permanent members of, 123. 


Cuaims, Firing or: 


Bill (No. 50), introduced respecting the, against certain companies, mL i 
Second reading, 56. House goes into Committee on, 348. Third read- 
ing, 846 R. A. 899. (12 Geo. V. «. 383.). 


CrarkE, T. M.: 


Question as to request for removal of, from Division Court at Belle- 
ville, 148. 


CLELAND Mr.: 


Question as to his still acting in an advisory capacity to Liquor License 
Commission, 378. 


Cozpoure, Town or: 


Petition for Act to authorize issue of debentures, 138. Bill (No. 198), 
introduced under suspended rule and referred, 166. Reported, 193. 
Second reading, 225. House goes into Committee on, 235, Third 
reading, 293. R. A., 301. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 107). ) 


CocHRANE: 


Question as to circulars sent out warning unemployed against going to, 52. 


CocHRANE, ProvisionaL JupictaL District or: 


Bill (No. 269), introduced to create, 342. Second reading, 376. House 
goes into Committee on, 380. Third reading, 392. R. A., 399. (12 
{F065 Mahi.) 


CoLLIngwoop, Town oF: 


Petition for Act to validate a payment by corporation, ete., 10. Reported, 
60. Bill (No. 24), introduced and referred to Railway and Municipal 
Board, 62. Reported and referred to Private Bills Committee, 108. 
Reported, 163. Second reading, 205. House goes into Committee on, 
224. Third reading, 267. R. A., 280. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 108). . 


CoLonizATION Roaps Brancu: 


Question as to whether any money appropriated under, was expended for 
roads outside of Northern District of Nipissing, ete., 199. 
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CoMMERCIAL AGREEMENTS: 


Bill (No. 207), introduced for the better prevention of, 163. Order for 
second reading discharged and Bill referred to select Committee to 
sit. during Recess, 359. 
CoMMISSIONS: 


Question as to number of appointed since November, 1919, 262. 
CoMMITTEES, SELECT: 


Appointed to sit during Recess: 
1. York Registry Offices, 285. 
. Town Planning, 326. 
. Operation of Public Vehicles, 358. 


. University of Toronto, 379. 
. Hotel Accommodation, 379. 


2 
3) 
4, Commercial Agreements, 359. 
5 
6 
7. Water Rights, 393. 


ComMITTEES STANDING: | 
1. Resolution appointing, 7. Striking Committee appointed, 9. Report, 21. 
2. Members added, 47, 92, 107, 112. 


Community HALLS: 


Question as to how many have received grants, 73. 


Community Harts Act: 


Bill (No. 72), introduced to amend, 111. Second reading and referred to 
Committee on Agriculture and Colonization, 186. Reported, 294. 
‘House goes into Committee on, 318, 329. Third reading, 346, R.A., 
399. (12 Geo. V. c. 83.) 


ConsoLIDATED REVENUE FuND: 


Resolution introduced. Lieutenant Governor’s recommendation signified 
passed through Committee and referred to Bill, 250-51. Bill (No. 
251), introduced for raising money on the credit of, 251. Second 
reading, 273. House goes into Cee on, 285. Third reading, 
350. RB. A., 399. (12 Geo. V. «. 8.) 


~ ConstrasLes ACT: 


Bill (No. 206), introduced to amend, 154. Second reading, 257. House 
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goes into Committee on, 270. Third reading, 346. R. A., 899. (12 
Geo. V. c. 50). 


CoNVEYANCING AND Law or Property Act: 


Bill (No. 106,) introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and referred 
to the Legal Committee, 117. Reported, 312. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 353, Third reading, 881; KR. A., 399, (12 Geo. V. ¢. 53). 


Co-oPERATIVE ASSOCIATIONS: 


Question as to how many loans made under the Act to assist, 98. 


Co-opERAtTive Crepir SocieriEs: 
1. Report of Committee appointed at the last session to consider Liens 
of Mechanics, wage-earners and, presented, 46. See Mechanics Liens. 


2. Bill (No. 123), of session of 1921, reported as Bill (No. 250), 
and sent for re-print, 253. House goes into Committee on, 318, 329. 
Third reading, 346. R. A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 64). 


Co-OPERATIVE LEAGUE OF AMERICA: 


Petition for Act to enable them to do business in Ontario, 42. Reported, 
134. Bill (No. 47), introduced and referred to Committee on Pri- 
vate Bills, 184. No report. 


Coroners Act: 


Bill (No. 223), introduced to amend, 209. Second reading, 257. House 
goes into Committee on, 284. Third reading, 381. R. Ars t8 99.512 
Geo. V. c. 49). 


Corporation Tax Act: 


1. Question as to amount received from Toronto, 184. 


2. Resolution introduced, Lieutenant Governor’s recommendation 
signified, passed through Committee and referred to Bill, 264-5. Bill 
(No. 253), introduced to amend, 263. Second reading, 269. House 
goes into Committee on, 272, 275. Third reading, 275, R. A., 280. 
Cl teG. Wave di), 


He, Dill GN o; 270), introduced to amend, 355. Second reading, 362. 
House goes into Committee on, 380. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. @. 14.) 
See Crown proceedings against. 


Courran, ALEXANDER: 
2. Question as to employment of, 72. 
Crown Procrzpines AGAINST: 


Sr No. 262), introduced to declare the law with respect to, and con- 
cerning the Corporations Tax Act, 1922, 286. Second reading, 293. 
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House goes into Committee on, 296. Motion for third reading and 
amendment proposed and negatived, 298. Third menting, 20 0u RuAS 
301, (12 Geo. V. ¢. 18). 


2.—Question re appeal from decision of Justice Riddell, etc., 337-40. 


Crown Witness ActT: 


Bill (No. 224) , introduced to amend, 209. Second reading, 257. House 
goes into Committee on, 285, 296. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. 
(12 Geo. V. « 52.) 
D AIRY MEN’S ASSOCIATION: 
Report presented, 342 (Sessvonal Papers No. 38.) Printed. 


Darry STanparps Act: 


1. Resolution that the time for enforcement of, should be postponed, 
negatived, 143-4. : 


2. Question as to number of inspectors necessary to enforce, 160. 


DayLicutT SAvINeG: 


Mr. Speaker rules upon point of order raised, 294. 


DEBENTURES OUTSTANDING: 


Question as to amount issued, free of succession Duties, 269. 
Deciararory Act :—See Crown. 


Denison SHIRLEY: 
1. Question as to moneys paid him re timber investigation, 35. 


2. Question as to moneys paid him for services, 27. 


DESERTED WIvES AND CHILDREN: 


Bill (No. 90), introduced respecting and maintenance of, 147. Second 
reading and referred to the Legal Committee, 99. Reported, 313. 
House goes into Committee on, 344. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. 
(12 Geo. V. c. 57.) 


District Hovsrs or Reruce Acr: 


Bill (No. 242), introduced to amend, 238. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 266. Reported, 325. House goes into 
Committee on, 344, 355. Third reading, 381. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. 
V. c. 104.) 
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DisquaLiFICATION AcT: 

Bill (No. 174), introduced to amend, 112. Second reading and referred 

to the Legal Committee, 203. Reported, 313. House goes into Com- 

mittee on, 327. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. «. 3.) 
Division Courts: 


Report presented, 162. (Sessional Papers No. 5.) Printed. 


Diviston Courrs Act: 
Bill (No, 232), introduced to amend, 219. Second reading and referred 
to the Legal Committee, 245. Reported, 259. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 266. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 45.) 
Doctors: 
Question as to certain, being under the ban of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Board, 202. 
Doc Tax anp Surep Prorection Act: 


1, Bill (No. 140), introduced to amend, 84. Second reading negatived, 
187. 


2. Bill (No. 173), introduced to amend, 112. Second reading 
negatived, 236. 
Doveuas, JAMES: 


Question as to employment of, 115. 


DromcGo.e, JUDGE: 


Question as to who was appointed in room of, in County of Essex, 97. 


5 eee SIR JOHN C.: 


House adjourns out of respect to memory of, 150. 


Epmeston, Norman: 


Question as to contract with, for cutting timber, etc., 37. 


EpvucatTion : 


1. Bill (No. 139), introduced to amend the High Schools Act, 24. Order 
for second reading discharged, 153. 
2. ell (No. 170), introduced to amend the Separate Schools Act. 
Second reading and referred to the Municipal Committee, 236. Re- 
ported, 325. House goes into Committee on, 358. Third reading 
381. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. c. 99.) = 
SDI eGo. AT 1), introduced to amend the Separate Schools Act. 
111. Second reading, 299. Committee rises without reporting, 358. 
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4, Bill (No. 177), introduced to amend the Separate Schools Act, 
120. Second reading and referred to the Legal Committee, 345. 
No report. 


5. Bill (No. 252), introduced to amend the School Laws, 250. 
Second reading, 296. House goes into Committee on, 347. Third 
reading, 381... R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 98.) p 


6. Regulations and Orders-in-Council presented under authority 
of Act, 27, 83, 108, 163, 187, 211, 262, 320, 395. (Sessional Papers 
No. 56. ) Printed. 


7. Report of Department presented, 320. (Sesstonal Papers No. 17.) 
Printed. 


8. Question as to amounts of Legislative grants, in 1921, to rural 
schools, 84 


9. Question as to services for which certain firms of lawyers were 
paid on behalf of Department, 214. 


10. Question as to expenditure Teachers and Inspectors Superan- 
nuation Fund, 215. 


11. Question as to travelling expenses, details of, under Technical 
Edueation, 254. 


12. Return ordered, shewing what geen grants earned in 1920 
and 1921 by rural Public and Separate Schools, 295. Presented, 357. 


(Sessional Papers No. 96.) Printed. 


Erections AND Evrecrion Law: 
1. Speaker informs House of vacancies, 2. 
2. Notification in North Oxford, 2 
3. Resignation in Kingston, 3. 
4. Certificates of Elections, 3, 13. 
5. Returns from Record presented, 20. (Sessional Papers No. 61.) 
Printed. 


6. Bill (No. 111), introduced to amend the Law, 65. Second reading 
and referred to select committee to be named, 117. Committee nam- 
ed, 198. See Voters Lasts. 


ae 


ELEectTricaL CoNTRACTORS: 
Bill (No. 105), introduced respecting the examining and licensing of, 64. 
Ruled out of order, 172. 
Exuiorr, H. M.: 


Question as to instructions received by, as to disposition of seized liquor, 
160. / ; 
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EmpioyMEeNt SERVICE OFFICERS: 


Question as to classification, prepared in conference with, 52. 


ENGINEERS, PROFESSIONAL: 


Report presented, of select Committee of Session of 1921, respecting 
Bill (No. 67) with certain amendments, 15. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 255, 276, 327. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399: (12 Geo. 
Ni 2Ce DU ‘ 


Encuisu River Country: 


Question as to an aeroplane survey of, 147. 


EnTOMOLOGICAL Sociery: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 36.) Printed. 


EQUITABLE TAXATION OF LANDS: 


Bill (No. 184.), introduced to provide for more, in certain townships, 126. 
Motion for Second reading and debate on adjourned, 203. Debate 
resumed and motion for the second reading carried and Bill referred 
to Municipal Committee, 283. No report. 

Erte Bracu: 


Petition for Act. to amend Act. incorporating, 10. Reported, 134, Bill 
(No. 35), introduced and referred to Committee on Private Bills, 
134. No report. Fees remitted, 209. 


Essex Borprer Uriuiries Commission: 


Petition for Act to relieve the Town of Tecumseh from certain obliga- 
tions, under the, 10. Reported, 29. Bill (No. 18), introduced and 
referred, 30. Reported, 2381. Second reading, 257. House goes into 
Committee on, 268. Third reading, 286. R,A., 801,):(42sGeo. Vi ec. 
109.) 

ESKEYENAGA LAKE: 


Question as to fishing licenses granted in and to whom, ete., 235. 


Estatré Brutus: 


Referred to Commissioners, 40. Reported, 137, 


ESTIMATES: 


Presented, 47,.93, 312, 334, (Sessional Papers No. 2.) Printed. 
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Evipencr Act: 
Bill (No. 85), introduced to amend, 48. Order for second reading dis- 
charged, 125. 
ExrcuTive Act: 
‘Bill (No. 166), introduced to amend, 106. Second reading and referred 
to the Legal Committee, 172. No report. 
Extra-Murat EMpLoyMENT: 


Report of Commission presented, 41. (Sessional Papers No. 60.) Printed. 


Ree SHOP AND OFFICE BUILDING ACT: 
Bill (No. 217), introduced to amend, 191. Order for second reading dis- 
charged, 302. 
Farrow, Mr.: 


Question as to employment of, 116. 


Finanoiat StareMENT :—See Supply. 


Fish anp GAME: 


Committee appointed, 23. See Game and Fish. 


Fisuine Tue: 


Question as to building of, at Midland, 78. 


Fracx, CEciu: 


Question as to employment of, et al, 71. 


Friavetr4, Joun D.: 


Question as to payment of $3.900 to, 220. 


FLEMING AND SPRACKLIN: 


Question as to item of $1,020.45 re damage claim, etc., 245. 


ForESTER, Ear: 


Question as to employment of, 73. 


Fort WituiaM, City oF: 


Petition for Act to validate a certain by-law, 10. Reported, 28. Bill’ 
(No. 4), introduced and referred, 29. Reported, 179. Second reading, . 
905. House goes into Committee on, 224, Third reading, 259. R.A., . 
980. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 110.) 
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Free Texr Books: 


Bill (No. 94), introduced respecting, in Public, Separate and Industrial 
Schools, 49. Second reading and referred to Municipal Committee, 
132. No report. 


Freigut Rarss: 
Resolution expressing conviction that the continuance of high, at present 
in operation, is a real burden, etc., and urging that action be taken 
by Dominion Railway Board, 88. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES: 


Report presented, 165. (Sessional Papers No. 11.) Printed. 


Fruvit: 


Bill (No. 71), introduced to aid in the packing and grading of, 31. Sec- 
ond reading and referred to a Select Committee, 79. Reference can- 
celled and Bill referred to Committee on Agriculture and Coloniza- 
tion, 112. Reported 165. House goes into Committee on, 190, 222. 
Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 90.) 


Frurr anp Appie Inrerests: 


1. Report presented of Select Committee 259. Appendix No. 1. 


2. Motion for re-appointment of Committee to further enquire, neg- 
atived, 394. 


Fruir Growers Association: 


Report presented, 334. (Sessional Papers No. 44.) Printed. 


AUBY ARH, « 


Question as to employment of, on Hydro Commission, 253. 


GaLt, Crry or: 


Petition for Act to authorize the corporation to pay 25% of cost of pave- 
ments, 42, Reported, 134. Bill (No. 49), introduced and referred, 
135, Reported, 188. Recommitted, 205, Reported, 292. Second read- 
ing, 330. House goes into Committee on, 353. Third reading, 381. 
R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ec. i 


GAME AND Fisnerizs Act: 


Return presented to an Order of the House of the Session of 1921, shew- 


ing fines and confiscations of property under the, 119. (Sessional 
Papers No. 72.) Not printed, 
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GAME AND FISHERIES DEPARTMENT: 


Report presented, 383. (Sesstonal Papers No. 14.) Printed. 


GAME AND Fisuine LicENSES: 
1. Question as to amount paid for, since 1897, 51. 
2. Question as to number of complimentary licenses issued, names 
ete., 54. 
GANANOQUE, TOWN OF: 


Petition for Act authorizing the withdrawal of the town from the Coun- 
ties of Leeds and Grenville, 10. Reported, 29. Bill (No. 8), introduced 
and referred, 29. Reported, 133. Second reading, 151. House goes 
into Committee on, 174. Third reading, 204. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. 
Mies L123) 


GIRLS: 


Question as to number of, in MacDonald Institute, 202. 


Gorpon Luoyp: 


Question as to Employment of, 70. 


GovERNMENT HovseE: 


Question as to cost of maintenance, 68. 


GREAT War VETERANS ASSOCIATION OF HAMILTON: 


Petition for Act to authorize the trustees of the Club House, to sell the 
premises, 14. Reported 39. Bill (No. 21), introduced and referred 
to the Commissioners of Estate Bills, 40. Reported and referred to 
the Committee on Private Bills, 137. Reported 237. Discharged upon 
ruling of Mr. Speaker, 314-15. | 


Grecory WituiAM F. 


Question as to identity of, 221. 
Grecory, W. D.:—See Queenston-Chippawa Power Development. 


Grey County oF: 


Petition for Act to ratify a certain by-law, 10. Reported 39. Bill (No. 
3), introduced and referred, 40. Reported, 120. Second reading, 151. 
House goes into Committee on, 173. Third reading, 204. R.A., 241. 
(12 Geo. V. ¢., 113.) 3 


Gunn, Mr.: 
Question as to employment of, 72. 
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ALLAM, STANLEY: 


Question as to employment of, 86. 


HaLipurtTon VILLAGE: 


Fees remitted on Bill not proceeded with, 105. 


Hamintton Vererans:—See Great War Veterans Association: 


PAB DING Ets dae 


1. Question as to moneys paid him re Shevlin-Clarke Co., 36. 


2. Question as to money paid him since October, 1921, 86. 


Harris, Luoyp: 


Question as to identity of, 283. 


Hastines Maaistrate: 

Return presented to an Order of the House of the Session of 1921, for a 
Return of correspondence, etc., relating to the dismissal of, 395. 
(Sessional Papers No. 95.) Not Printed. 

Heattu: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 21.) Printed. 


Heartu Boarp or: 


Report presented, for sanitary control of lumber camps, 192. (Sessional 
Papers No. 80.) Printed. 


Heaton, Mr. : 


- Question as to employment of in Attorney General’s Department, 32. 


Hetiyer, ALBERT: 


Question as to appointment as Police Magistrate, 52. 


Heenan, Prerrr: 
Ags ia as to appointment of, on Hydro-Electric Commission, 88. 


. Return ordered, of documents, papers, etc., regarding appoint- 
neti of, to Hydro- Riecta Power ‘Commission, 103. Presented, 395, 
(Sessional Papers No. 101.) Not Printed. 


HeEnpDERSON, Groree F.: 
1. Question as to salary of, ete, 151, 


2. Question as to identity of, 263. 
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Hicuway Act, Onrario: 


1. Bill (No. 83), introduced to amend, 42. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 78. Reported, 233. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 318. Third reading, 336. R. A., 379. (12 Geo. V. ¢., 28). 


2. Bill (No. 154), introduced to amend, 94. Second reading nega- 
tived, 217. 
Hietway DrparTMENT: 


1. Question as to amount of money received from Federal Government 
and how expended, 201. 


2. Question as to money expended in 1920 and 1921 on township 
roads, etc., 389. 


Hicuway Improvement Act: 


1. Bill (No. 103), introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 103. Reported, 138. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 222. Third reading, 234. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. c., 26). 


2. Bill (No. 131), introduced to amend, 82. Motion for second 
reading and Debate on adjourned, 188. Debate resumed and motion 
for second reading carried, 252. House goes into Committee on, 260. 
Motion for third reading and amendment proposed and negatived ; 
third reading, 274, R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V..¢., 27). 


3. Bill (No. 175), introduced to amend, 112. Second reading and 
referred to Municipal Committee, 175. Reported, 211. House goes 
into Committee on, 276. Defeated in Committee, 328. 


4, Bill (No. 191), introduced to amend, 136, Order for second read- 
ing discharged, 2'77. 


5. Petitions for amendment to Act respecting County road Super- 
intendents, 28. 


Hiacuway Improvement Funp: 


1. Statement presented, shewing sums credited to and payments charge 
able thereto, 266.( Sessional Papers No. 92.) Not printed 


2. Statement presented, shewing sums credited to, ete., 294. (Ses- 
sional Papers No. 294.) Not printed. 


8. Question as to statement to be laid before House, 275. 
4, Question as to statement to be laid before House, 288. 
Hicguways in Onrario:—See Canada Roads Act. 


HortTicuLTURAL SOCIETIES: 


Report presented, 342. (Sesseonal Papers No. 43.) Printed. 
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Hospirats AND CHARITIES: 
1. Report presented, 384. (Sessional Papers No. 25.) Printed. 
2. Orders-in-Council presented, 384. (Sesstonal Papers No. 98.) 
Not printed. 
Hospirat For Sick CHILDREN: 


Petition for Act to increase present authorized number of Trustees, 31. 
Reported, 59. Bill (No. 43), introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 
218. Fees remitted, 219. Second reading, 247. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 256. Third reading, 295. R.A., (12 Geo. V. ¢., 153.) 


Hotrren ACCOMMODATION: 


Select Committee appointed to enquire into, ete., 379. 


Hovss, Tue: 
1. Proclamation calling for despatch. 

2. Government Orders to be on Monday’s Paper, 9. 

3. Adjourns over one or more days, 13, 399. 

4. Adjourns out of respect to memory of Sir John C. Eaton, 150. 
. Adjourns over Easter, 189. 
. Adjourns over Victoria Day, 292. 
Sits after midnight, 180, 219, 252, 260, 273, etc. 


- Government business to take precedence, 326. 


SO) OD ee SOU 


. To have two sittings daily, 334, 345. 


10. Committees to sit concurrently, 343. See Daylight Saving. 


Hovrigan, JAMES & Co: 


Return presented to an Order of the House of the Session of 1921, shew- 
ing copies of correspondence between R. T. Harding and Attorney 
General with reference to an account for $500, ete, 230. (Sessional 
Papers No. 88.) Not printed. 
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Hunter, Winiram: 


Question as to employment of, 70. 


HurpmMan Scar: 


Return presented to an Order of the House of the Session of 1921 for 
return of report of the officer who had conducted scale of logs and 
mill cut, ete., 196. (Sessional Papers No. 88.) Not printed. 
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Hvron Coxiuecer, Lonpon: 6 


Petition for Act to amend Act of incorporation, 10. Reported, 29. Bull 
(No. 30), introduced and referred, 30. Reported, 105. Second read- 
ing, 151. House goes into Committee on, 1738. Fees remitted, 188. 
Third reading, 204. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 150.) 


Huron Roan: 
Question as to mileage of Provincial Highway constructed on, west of 
Stratford, 183. 
Hypro-ELrectric Powrr Commission: 
1. Question as to how many meetings held in 1921, etc., 66. 
| 2. Question as to moneys paid by, as insurance premuims, 67. 
3. Question as to appointment of Peter Heenan, 88. | 


4. Question as to moneys paid for insurance premiums, to agents 
in Toronto, 129. 


5. Question as to employment of I. B. Lucas, 130. 
6. Question as to employment of I. B. Lucas, 130. 


7. Question as to moneys paid for insurance premiums to agents out- 
side Toronto, 130. 


8. Question as to Compensation asked by each member of, 191. 


9. Question as to amount of loans, made in 1920-21, paid over to, 
268. 


10. Question as to moneys paid to, for development purposes, since 
November 1919, 377. 


11. Return ordered, of papers, documents, ete., re appointment of 
Peter Heenan to, 103. Presented, 895. (Sesstonal Papers No. 101.) 
Not printed. 


12. Return ordered of correspondence in connection and dealing with 

| accounts for remuneration of services, by each and every member of 

\ the Hydro-Radial Commission, ete., 33. Presented, 395. (Sessional 
Papers No. 100.) Not printed. 


13. Question as to who were the Commissioners appointed, etc., 
£12: 


14. Proposed selection of Commission to investigate, withdrawn, 
164. 


15. Motion proposed re selection and appointment of Committee of 
House, to investigate and amendment proposed ‘and carried, 180-83. 


16. Motion proposed condemning Policy of Government in borrowing 
moneys under R. 8. O. Cap. 39, 189. Negatived, 231-2. 
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17. Report presented, 324. (Sessional Papers No. 49.) Printed. 


18. Question as to number of experts, engineers or professional 
men who have been retained by investigating Commission, etc., 327. 


Hypro-Errecrric Rartway Act: 
Bill (No. 133), introduced to amend 84. Order for second reading dis- 
charged, 125. 
Hypro-Erecrric Rartways: 


Report of the Commission presented, 34. (Sessional Papers No, 24.) 
Printed. 


NSANE, HOSPITALS FOR: 
Report presented, 304. (Sessional Papers No. 22.) Printed. 
Insurance Acrnts, Broxers any ApgusTERs: 


Bill (No. 64), introduced respecting 19. Second reading, 92. House goes 
into Committee on, 177. Ordered to be consolidated with Bill (No. 


66) to amend the Ontario Insurance Act, 198. See Ontario In- 
surance. 


Insurance Law: 


Report of Superintendent presented, 165. (Sessional. Papers No. 10.) 
Printed. See Ontario Insurance. Reciprocal Insurance. 


INsurANCE Rating Bureavs: 


Bill (No. 65), introduced respecting, 20. Motion for second reading and 
debate on adjourned, 92. Debate: resumed and motion for second 
reading carried, 104. House goes into Committte on, 195. Ordered 
to be consolidated with Bill (No. 66), to amend Ontario Insurance 
Act., 198. See Ontario Insurance. 


Intoxicatine Liquors: 


1. Question as to how many prescriptions issued from October 31st, 1920 
to October 31st 1921 and how many in certain cities, 286. 


2. Question as to quantity and value of liquor seized, fines paid 
ete., 288. 


3. Question as to liquor stock on hand, ordered, or en route, by 
Government Dispensary when present Government came into power, 
377. 

Troquois, VILLAGE oF: 


Petition for Act authorizing the borrowing of certain moneys, 27. Re- 
ported, 109. Bill (No.42), introduced and referred to Railway and 
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Municipal Board, 111. Reported and referred to. Committee on 
Private Bills, 145-6. Reported, 179. Second reading 221. House 
goes into Committee on, 224, Third reading, 272. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. 
NV. ce. 114.) 
J EFFREY, JAMES: 
1. Question as to Employment of, etc., 26. 


2. Question as to resignation or discharge of, 169. 


JUPICATURE ACT: 


Bill (No. 99), introduced to amend, 63. Second reading and referred to 
the Legal Committee, 161. Reported 335. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 383. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 42.) 


Jurors Act: 


2. Bill (No. 169), introduced to amend, 111. Second reading and re- 
ferred to the Legal Committee, 172 No report. 


2. Bill (No. 240), introduced to amend, 288. Second reading and re- 
ferred to the Legal Committee, 266. Reported, 335. House goes into 
Committee on, 376. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 
46.) | 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE: 


1. Bill introduced pro forma, 6 


2. Question as to revision of list of, 326. 


EEWATIN LUMBER COMPANY: 


Return ordered, shewing quantity of timber removed by, in District of 
Kenora, 217. Presented, 223. (Sessional Papers No. 86.) Not 
printed. 


Kineston Higuway: 


1. Return ordered, shewing total cost on work done on, at the east end 
of the village of Pickering, etc., 33. Presented, 34. (Sessional 
Papers No. 58.) Not printed. 


2. Question as to expenditure on, in township of Pickering, etc., 
94. 


Knox CoLirce: 
1. Question as to purchase of, by Government, 116. 


2. Question as to who is owner, etc., 159. 
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ABOUR: 
1. Committee appointed, 23. Report, 298, 312. 
2. Quorum changed, 323. 
3. Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 16.) Printed. 


Lakers AND STREAMS: 


Bill (No. 212), introduced respecting construction of works on, Lio. 
Second reading, 242. House goes into Committee on, 284. Third read- 
mg, 326. ROA 379° (12°Geo, V."e..55.) 
Laxr or tue Woops Conrron Boarp: 


Bill (No. 261), introduced respecting, 286. Motion for second reading 
and debate on adjourned, 340, 348. Debate resumed and motion 
for second reading carried, 355. House goes into Committee on, 359. 
Motion for third reading and amendment proposed and negatived ; 
third reading, 382, R:A., 399. (12 Geo. V. e. 21.) 


Laxr oF THE Woops Putp Company -—See Backus FE. W. 


Lanps anp Forssts: 


Report presented, 384. (Sessional Papers No. 8.) Printed. 
Lanp Taxation or:—See Equitable Taxation. 


Lanp Trries Act: 


1. Bill (No. 128), introduced to amend, 82. Order for second reading 
discharged, 891. 


2. Bill (No. 198), introduced to amend, 136. Second reading, 175. 
House goes into Committee on, 238. Third reading,267. °B.A., 
BeOd a 12) Geo. Vc 04, ) 


3. Interim Report on operation of in Northern Ontario presented, 108. 
(Sessional Papers No. 69.) Printed, 


Lanp Transrer Tax Act: 


1. Bill (No. 74), introduced to amend, 35. Second reading, 56. House 


goes into Committee on, 121. Third reading, 266. ReA.- 280. (12 
IEG avis 10s) 


2. Question as to amount received for, from Toronto, 184. 


Lanewors, Raovt, 8. 


Motion re release of liquor of, negatived, 394. 
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LAWYERS: 


Question as to number employed by Government, in Departments, 156. 


Le Frvre, Constasre: 


Return ordered, of correspondence, etc., relating to charges against, 


and constables Fleming et al, 90. Presented, 223. (Sessional 
Papers No. 87.) Not printed. 


Lreaau Britis: 


Committee appointed, 23. Report, ‘259, 335. 


Lrecau OFFricers: 


Report presented, 165. (Sessional Papers No. 6.) Printed. 


Lisprary: 


uh 


2. 


Committee appointed, 9. 


Report of Librarian Ch ot 224. (Sessional Papers No. 58.) Not 
printed. 


LIeEvTENANT-GoverRNor: 


v 


OO te o> Ot if 


Speech at opening, 3. 


- To be taken into consideration, 6. 


. Motion for Address to and Debate on adjourned, 8, 9, 20, 27, 30, 33, 


38, 41, 43, motion carried, 45. 


. Ordered to be presented, 45. 


Transmits Estimates, 47, 93, 312, 334. 


. Assents to Bills, 149, 241, 280, 301, 399. 
. Recommends, Resolution re raising of money, 250, 264. 


. Speech at close, 399, 


Limitations Act: 


Bill (No. 121), introduced to amend, 74. Second reading and referred 


to the Legal Committee, 103. Reported, 335. House goes into 
Committee on, 344. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. 
V. c¢. 47.) 


Lint Fences Act: 


* Bill (No. 68), introduced to amend, 30. Second reading, and referred 


to the Municipal Committee, 99. Reported, 110. House goes into 
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Committee on, 149. Third reading, 224. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. 
Ve. 9G5) 
Ligvor, CARRIAGE OF oN HigHways: 
Bill (No. 225), introduced respecting the, 209. Second reading, 336. 
House goes into Committee on, 343. Third reading, 350. R.A., 399 
CL20COOV Ge Ola) 
Lievor Licensrt DEPARTMENT: 
1. Question as to status of John A. Ayearst, 24. 
2. Question ag to total cost of enforcing O.T.A., Act, 1918 to 1921, 125. 
. Question as to employment of Samuel Smith, 26. 
. Question as to employment of James Jeffrey, 26. 


. Question as to employment of Heaton, 32. 


3 
4 
5) 
6. Question as to number of special operators, or spotters, 43. 
7. Question as to scope and duties of special operators, 53. 

8. Question as to employment of Samuel McCutcheon, 68. 

9. Question as to employment of Police Officer Baugh, 68. 

1 


0 Question as to employment of Stella Bailey and other female opera- 
tors, 69. 


11. Question as to employment of Howard Stewart, 69. 

12. Question as to employment of Mr. Struck, 69. 

13. Question as to employment of Lloyd Gordon, 70. 

14. Question as to employment of William Hunter, 70. 
15. Question as to employment of Tony Phillips et al, 70. 
16. Question as to employment of Cecil Flack et al, 71. 

17. Question as to employment of Jack Robinson et al, 71. 
18. Question as to employment of Police Officer Charlton, 71. 
19. Question as to employment of Mulhall, 72. 

20. Question as to employment of Alexander Courrian, 72. 
21. Question as to employment of Gunn, 72. 

22. Question as to employment of Earl Forester, 73. 

23. Question as to employment of W. Cavanagh, 73. 

24. Question as to employment of C. J. Zryd, 73. 


25. Question as to empoyment of Leslie Trubell, et al, 86 
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26. Question as to employment of Stanley Hallam, 86. 
27. Question as to employment of Earl McCoy, 87. 
28. Question as to employment of F. Stick, 103. 


29. Return ordered, of correspondence, ete., as to charges laid 
against Constable Le Fevre et al, 90. Presented, 223. (Sessional 
Papers No. 87.) Not printed. 


Liquor, Srizep:—See Elliott, H. M. 


Lrevor Srocx: 


Question as to what was the, on hand, ordered, or en. route, by Govern: 
ment Dispensaries, when present Government came into power, 377. 


lave Stock Branocr: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 39.) Printed. 


Loap oF Veuicitrs Act: 


Bill (No. 243), introduced, 238. Second reading, 295. House goes into 
Committee on, 302. Third reading, 313. TA. 899, (12 Geo. 
OC, Ned. 


Loan Corporations: 


_ Report presented, 165. (Sessional Papers No. 12.) Printed. 


Loan anp Trust Corporation Act: 


Bill (N o. 266), introduced to amend, 321. Second reading, 376. House 
goes into Committee on, 380. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo. V. c. 14.) 


Loans: 
Question as to disposition of those made in 1920-21, 268. 


Locat Improvement Act: 


1. Bill (No. 98), introduced to amend, 68. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 90. 


2. Bill (No. 192), introduced to amend, 136. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 299. Reported, 325. House ges 
into Committee on, 376. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. 
Wr Ga D<) 


3. Bill (No. 196), introduced to amend, 136. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 205. Reported, 233. House goes 
into Committee on, 257. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. 
Vs GON 
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4, Bill (No. 213), introduced to amend, 179. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 236. Reported, 312. House goes 
into Committee on, 330. Third reading, 336. R.A., 899. (12 Geo. 
Vecy 10.) 


Lonpon, City oF: 


Petition for Act to ratify and confirm By-law No. 6541, 28. Reported, 
60. Bill (No. 34), introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 153. 
Second reading, 174. House goes into Committee on, 235. Third 
reading, 247. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. Vicea ites) 


Lonvon Crry Gas CoMPANY: 


Petition for Act respecting the charges for gas, 11. Reported, 29. Bull 
No. 12), introduced and referred, 30. Reported, 290. Second read- 
ing on division, 383. House goes into Committee on, 383. Third 
yeading, 383. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. «. 146.) 


Lonpon Srreer Rartway CoMPANY: 


Petition for Act to vary agreement and to enable the company to obtain 
more revenue, 11. Reported, 1384. Bill (No. 31), introduced and 
referred, 134. Reported, 208. Second reading on division, 256. 
House goes into Committee on, 301. Motion for third reading and 
amendment proposed and negatived, 328. Third reading, 329. 
R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 141.) : 

Lone Laxe Pure anp LumBer Limit: 


Question as to whose request it was put up for sale, 212. 


Luoas; Ll. B.: 


1. Question as to employment of, by Hydro-Electric Power Commission, 
130. | 


9. Question as to employment of, by Hydro-Electrie Power Commission, 
130. 


Lumper, TimBer AND Minine Camps: 


Report of Board of Health presented, re sanitary control of, 192. (Ses- 
sional Papers No. 80.) Printed. 


CGO VY. WAI. 
Question as to employment of, 87. 


McCutxovex, J. W. 8.: 


Question as to receipt by, of extra money, 248. 
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McCourcueon, Samuet J.: 
Question as to employment of, 68. 


McKintry, J. F.: 
Question as to appointment of, as Juvenile J udge for Ottawa, 102. 


AGISTRATES: 


Bill (No. 73), introduced respecting, 35. Second reading, 175. House 
goes into Committee on, 249. 322. Third reading.” G46; +My ALe 
399. (12 Geo. V. c 48.) 
Martin, 8. J.: 


Question as to employment of, in Highways Department, 200. 


Mrcuanics Liens, Wace-Earners: 
1. Report of Select Committee of Session of 1921, presented, 46. 
2. Bill (No. 97), introduced respecting, 62. Order for second reading 
discharged, 285. 
Mempers: 
1. Take Oaths and Seats, 7, 14. 
2. Added to Committees, 47, 393. 


3. Question as to how many participated in tour over Provincial High-- 
ways, 67, 


4. Full Sessional Indemnity paid to, 388. 


Merriron, Town or: 


Petition for Act to amend Act of incorporation, 28. Reported, 81. Bill 
(No. 41), introduced and referred, 81. Reported, 163. Second 
reading 174. House goes into Committee on, 222. Third reading, 
247. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V. e116.) 


Miuico, Town oF: 


Petition Act to ratify By-law No. 866,11. Reported, 60. Bill (No. 28), 
introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 120. Second reading, 132. 
House goes into Committee on, 150. Third reading, 304. R.A., 241. 
(12 Geo. V. ¢. 117.) 


Minerat Ricuts: 


Bill (No. 86), introduced respecting in certain Canada Companys’ 
Lands, 44. ‘Second reading, 80. House goes into Committee on, . 
99. Third reading, 166. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 24.) 
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Mines, DEPARTMENT OF: 
Report presented, 233. (Sessvonal Papers No. 4.) Printed. 


Minimum Wace Act: 


Bill (No. 255), introduced to amend, 271. Second reading, 247. House 
goes into Committee on, 375. Third reading, 392. R.A., 899. (12 


GeowVe c. 919) 


Minimum WacE Boarp: 


Report presented, 122. (Sessconal Papers No. fey “Printed: 


Minine Act: 


1. Bill (No. 88), introduced to amend, 44. Second reading, 107. House 
goes into Committee on, 178, 222, 236. Third reading, 272. R.A., 


O80 Cle edu V Gree) 
2. Bill (No. 229), introduced to amend, 230. Second reading negatived, 
319. 


Minine TAx Act: 


Bill (No. 87.) introduced to amend, 44. Second reading, 80. House 
goes into Committee on, 100. Third reading, 266. R.A., 280. (12 
eG V he rilalia) 


Moores, H. J.: 
Question as to date of appointment as Highway Forester, 248. 


Moruers’ ALLOWANCES AcT: 


Bill (No. 188), introduced to amend, 84. Second reading negatived, : 
162. 


Moruers’ ALLOWANCES COMMISSION: 


Report presented, 237. (Sesstonal Papers No. 89.) Printed. 


Moror LicEnsEs: 


Question as to amount received for, from Toronto, 184. 


Motor VEHICLES: 
Question as to number of licenses issued in Nipissing, Sturgeon Falls, 
Sudbury, ete., 148. 
Motor Veuictss Act: 


1. Bill (No, 153), introduced to amend, 94. Second reading negatived, 
162. 
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2. Bill (No. 157), introduced to amend, 101. Second reading, 241. 
House goes into Committee on, 246. Third reading, 267. R.A.,, 
280,012 Geon yh et 80.) | 


3. Bill (No. 205), introduced to amend, 155. Second reading negatived, 
207. | 


4, Bill (No. 260), introduced to amend, 282. Second reading negatived, 
056, 


5. Bill (No. 288), introduced to amend, 210. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Committee to be named, 300. Committee named, 358. 


Member added, 393. 


Moror Veuicixes, LoaAp or VEHICLES: 


Select Committee appointed, to which was referred the law relating to, 
with instructions to meet during Recess, etc., and report to House 
at next Session, 358. Member added, 393. 


Mounr McKay anp Kaxapexka Faris RAamway: 


Petition for Act to extend time for operation of, by steam, 11. Reported 
59. Bill (No. 14), introduced and referred, 61. Reported, 282. 
Second reading, 353. House goes into Committee on, 379. Third 
Teading 392) RIAL) 3900's (12 \GeowV e142.) 


MunicrpAL AFFAIRS: 


Report presented, 187. (Sessional Papers No. 47.) Printed. 


MunicipaL Dratinace Act: 


1. Bill (No. 179), introduced to amend, 120. Second reading and re- 
~ ferred to Municipal Committee, 203. Reported, 211. House goes 
into Committee on, 276. Third reading, 295. R.A., 301. (12 
Geo. V. c. 79.) : 
2. Bill (No. 260), introduced to amend, 188. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 245. No report. | 


MunicreaL ELECTIONS: 


Bill (No. 220), introduced to extend the right to vote, 198. Second 
reading, 242. House goes into Committee on, 318, 335. Third 
reading, 336. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 74.) 


Mounterpat Evecrric Ramways: 


Bill (No. 100), introduced respecting the construction and operation of, 
92. Motion for second reading and debate on adjourned, 272, 280, 
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289, 296, 303. Six months hoist proposed and negatived, 303. 
Second reading, 803. House goes into Committee on, 318, 380. 
Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. «. 69.) 


MunicipaL Law: 


1. Bill (No. 55), introduced to consolidate the Municipal Act, 18. Sec- 


to 


6. 


= 


8. 


10. 


iar 


1D, 


13, 


14. 


16. 


Leg 


ond reading, 121. House goes into Committee on, 343. Third read- 
ie, 846. BA. 899. (12'Geo. Ve en72, ) See below, 29. 


Bill (No. 56), introduced to amend, 13. Second reading and referred 


to the Municipal Committee, 78. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 57), introduced to amend, 19. Second reading and referred 


to Municipal Committee, 38. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 78), introduced to amend, 41. Second reading and referred 


to the Municipal Committee, 125. 


. Bill (No. 79), introduced to amend, 41. Second reading and referred 


to Municipal Committee, 79. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 91), introduced to amend, 47. Second reading and referred 


to Municipal Committee, 117. Reported, 284. 
p , p : 


Bill (No. 108), introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 117. 


Bill (No. 115), introduced to amend, 66. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 99. Reported, 234. 


3ill (No. 117), introduced to amend, 74. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 99. Reported 254. 


Bill (No. 120), introduced to amend, 74. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 152. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 125), introduced to amend, 79. Second reading nega- 
tived, 132. 


Bill (No. 134), introduced to amend, 84. Order for second reading 
discharged, 125. 


Bill (No. 135), introduced to amend, 84. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 172. 


Bill (No. 137), introduced to amend, 84. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 137. Reported, 234. 


. Bill (No. 142), introduced to amend, 91. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 152. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 143), introduced to amend, 91. Second reading negatived, 
Gs 


Bill (No. 144), introduced to amend, 91. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Municipal Committee, 162. Reported, 234. 
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Bill (No. 147), introduced to amend, 91. Second reading nega- 
tived, 153. 


. Bill (No. 148), introduced to amend, 94. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee, 162. 


. Bill (No. 156), introduced to amend, 101. Second reading and re- 


ferred to Municipal Committee. 175. Reported 234. 


. Bill (No. 161), introduced to amend, 106. Second reading and 


g 
referred to Municipal Committee, 172. 


Bill (No. 163), introduced to amend 106. Second reading and 
referred to Municipal Committee, 172. Reported, 234. 


Bill (No. 164), introduced to amend, 106, Order for second read- 
ing discharged, 173. 


Bill (No. 165), introduced to amend, 106. Order for second read- 
ing discharged, 173. 


. Bill (No. 181), introduced to amend, 122. Second reading negatived, 


176. 


. Bill (No. 185), introduced to amend, 126. Second reading and 


referred to Municipal Committee, 205. 
Pp ) 


. Bill (No. 188), introduced to amend, 135. Second reading and 


referred to Municipal Committee, 172. Reported, 234. 


. Bill (No. 195), introduced to amend, 136. Second reading and 


referred to Municipal Committee, 172. Reported, 234. 


. Bill (No. 237), introduced “The Municipal Amendment Act 1922,” 


934. Second reading, 269. House goes into Committee on, 277. 
Third reading, 278. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V.c 71.) See above, 1. 


. Committee appointed, 22. Report, 110, 138, 211, 233, 312, 325. 


. Time for introducing Municipal and Assessment Bills extended, 


122. 
Petitions respecting, 12, 15. 


ATURAL GAS: 


im 


Bill (No. 146), introduced respecting, 91. Second reading, nega- 
tived, 299. | 


2, Bill (No. 245), introduced respecting, 242. Second reading, 272. 


House goes into Committee on, 322, 381, 394. Third reading, 394. 
R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. c. 23.) 


Nepean, TOWNSHIP OF: 


Petition for Act to relieve the ratepayers under the Local Improvement 


Act to validate an agreement, 15. Reported, 28. Bill 
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(No. 37), introduced and referred, 44. Reported, 141. Second 


. 


reading, 174. House goes into Committee on, 205. Third reading, 
934. R.A. 941. (12 Geo. V. @ i118.) 


Nevicon Putr anp Timper Limits: 
1. The matter discussed and adjourned, 65. 
2, Agreement presented, re leases of water powers on Pic River Limit, 


65. (Sessional Papers No. 68.) Printed. 


3. Question as to date of sale of Nepigon Pulp Concession in 1920, ete., 


ue 


Nespitt, WALLACE: 
1. Question as to engagement of, by Government, 129. 


2, Question as to employment of, since November 1919, 184. 


NrAGcara Fars, Ciry oF: 
1. Petition for Act re certain changes in Civie Government, 11. Re- 
ported, 60. Bill (No. 26), introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 
120. Second reading, 1382. House goes into Committee on, 150. 
Third reading, 224. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. ¢ 119.) 


9. Petition for Act to confirm a certain By-law, 63. Reported, 134. 

Bill (No. 93), introduced and referred, 135. Reported, 163. Second 
reading, 175. House goes into Committee on, 224. Third reading, 
O34 VROEA: 24 Te Do Cea aay rere) Oa) 


NortHEeRN DEVELOPMENT BRANCH: 


Question as to whether any money appropriated for roads and bridges 
under, expended outside of the Northern Districts of Nipissing, ete., 
LOS, 


ie 
| 


NorTHERN AND NorTHWESTERN DEVELOPMENT AcT: 


Bill (No. 149), introduced to amend, 92. Second reading, 221. House 
goes into Committee on, 239. Third reading, 267. R.A., 241. (12 
eG aou le.) 


Norses, ReGistRaATIon oF: 

Bill (No. 152), introduced respecting, 94. Second reading, 175. House 
goes into Committee on. 236. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. 
(124Ge0. Veh s60.. 

O AKVILLE, TOWN OF: 


Petition for Act to ratify a certain By-law, 11. Reported, 59. Bull 
(No. 29), introduced and referred to the Railway and Municipal 


‘ 
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Board, 62. Reported and referred to the Committee on Private 
Bills, 100. Reported, 153. Second reading, 205. House goes 
into Committee on, 222. Third reading, 259. R.A., 280. (12 
Ei Sean embed el) 


Ogpsrructrion on Higuways Removar Act: 


Bill (No. 233), introduced to amend, 219. Second reading, 252. House 
eoes into Committee on, 260. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 
Geo 67182.) 


Onrarto ATHLETIC COMMISSION : 


Report presented, 211. (Sessional Papers No. 55.) Printed. 


Ontario Companies Act: 
Bill (No. 218), introduced to amend, 191. Order for second reading 
discharged, 279. 


Onrarto Co-oPpERATIVE Datry Propuots Limirep: 


Bill (No. 222), introduced to incorporate, 209. Second reading, 207, 
House goes into Committee on, 337. Third reading, 350. Lemay 
Boge (Le Geol V a. ce 65s ) 


Onrario FArmM Loans Act: 


Bill (No. 54), introduced to amend, 18. Second reading, 46. House 
eoes into Committee on, 104. Third reading, 147. R.A., 149. 
(AO Lets Vim Ouvards) 


ONTARIO GAME AND FISHERIES Act: 


Bill (No. 221), introduced to amend, 204. Second reading, 242. House 
goes into Committee on, 260, 270. Third reading, 298. RAM S01." 
(12 Geo: V.. 6.97.) 7 


Onrartio Highway ActT: 


Bill (No. 239), introduced to amend, 288. Second reading, 330. Order 
for House to go into Committee on discharged and Bill withdrawn, 
354-5. 


Onrario InsuRANCE AcT: 


1. Report presented of Select Committee of Session of 1921, 10-18. 


2. Bill (No. 66), introduced to amend, 20. Second reading, 154. House 
goes into Committee on, 177, 195. Third reading, yo RN aa Weta LU 
(12 Geo...V. ¢2 61.) | 


3. Bill (No. 132), introduced to amend, 83. Second reading negatived, 
176. 
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4. Several Bills ordered to be consolidated with Bill No. 66, 198. See 
Reciprocal or Inter-Insurance. 


OnrArro Pusric ServicE SUPERANNUATION ACT: 


Bill (No. 259), introduced to amend, 282. Second reading, 322. House 
goes into Committee on, 3830. Third reading, 381. R.A., 399. 
(12 (Geo. Vic.) 


Ontario Rattpway Act: 


1. Bill (No. 75), introduced to amend, 35. Second reading and referred 
to Railway Committee, 90. Reported, 297. Defeated in Com- 
mittee, 359. 


2. Bill (No. 82), introduced to amend, 42. Second reading and referred 
to Railway Committee, 132. Reported, 282. House goes into 
Committee on, 327. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. 
Nemes 


3. Bill (No. 123), introduced to amend, 79. Second reading, 164. 
House goes into Committee on, 178. Third reading, 267. R.A., 
280. (12 Geo. V. c& 66.) 


Onrario Raribway AND Municrepat BoArp 


1. Bill (No. 124), introduced to amend the Act, 79. Second reading, 
164. House goes into Committee on, 178. Third reading, 267. 
RiA., 280 x Geos Vic. G37) 


2. Report presented, 266. (Sessional Papers No. 50.) Printed. 
3. Bills referred to, 35, 135. Reported, 57, 106, 108, 140, 145, 197. 


Onrario TELEPHONE AcT: 


Bill (No, 246), introduced to amend, 247. Second reading, 269. House 
goes into Committee on, 285. Third reading, 295. R rN 301. (12 
(Cae. Nee eth?) 


Onrario TEMPERANCE AcT: 


1. Bill (No. 226), introduced to amend, 209. Second reading, 336. 
House goes into Committee on, 343. Third reading, 392. R.A., 
399. (12 Geo. V. c. 86.) 


bo 


1 af Or ce . . 
Bill (No. 256), introduced to amend, 271. Second reading negatived, 
390. | ‘ 


SN) 


. Question as to total cost of enforcing, 1918-1921, 


+ 


. Return presented, to an Order of the House of the Session of 12 1. 
shewing number of applications to Board of License Commission: 
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ers, for remission of fines under, in regard to which the member 
for S.E. Toronto, seat “B” acted, ete., 193. (Sessional Papers No. 
81.) Not printed. 


5. Return presented, to an Order of the House of the Session of 1921, 
for copies of correspondence between the Attorney-General and 
Police Magistrates relating to imposition of penalties, ete., 524. 
Sessional Papers No. 95.) Not printed. 


6. Return ordered, of copies of correspondence between Crown Attorney 
of Essex, Inspector Nasseau and Attorney-General, ete., in con- 
nection with O.T.A. matters, 379. (Not brought down.) 


7. Report presented, 384. (Sessional Papers No. 28.) Printed. 


Onrarto THRESHERMENS Murua Fire Insurance CoMPANY: 


Petition for Act of incorporation, 11. Reported, 60. Bill (No. 25), 
introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 218. Second reading, 247. 
House goes into Committee on, 256. Third reading, 296. Ree, 
301, px(b2: Geo. Vn es) 141.) 


OrpErs-InN-CouNcIL: 


1. Question as to intention of Government to publish weekly, in Gazette, 
39. 


3. Question as to how many have been passed by Government, since com- 
| ing into office in 1919, 32. 


3. Question as to number of appointments made by, since 1919, 51. 


OrpInARY EXPENDITURE: 


Return ordered, shewing amount received by Treasury Department, dur- 
ing months of August, September and October 1919-1920 and 1921, 
under the heading of, in regard to Lands and Forests Civil Govern- 
ment, etc., 215. (Not brought down. ) 


OrpINARY RECEIPTS: 


Question as to what amounts of, and from what sources, included in Pub- 
lic Accounts, 225. 


Osnawa, Town oF: 


Petition for Act to authorize Corporation to charge lands abutting on 
Water Works system an annual rate of assessment, 91. Reported, 
133. Bill (No. 126), introduced and referred, 135. Reported, 
992. Second reading, 331. House goes into Committee on, 309. 
Third reading, 381. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 122.) 
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Orrawa, CITY OF: 


Petition for Act. to authorize the corporation to raise money for Public 
Works, 11. Reported, 60. Bill (No.10), introduced and referred, 61 
Reported, 141. Second reading, 174. House goes into Committee on, 
905. Third reading, 271. R.A., 880, (12 Geo. V. ¢., 123.) 


Orrawa Crvic Hospirat Act: 


Petition for Act. to amend, 44. Reported 59. Bill (No. 9), introduced and 
referved, 61. Reported, 141. Second reading, 174. House goes into 
Committee on, 204. Fees remitted, 219. Third reading, 224. R.A., 
241. (12 Geo. V. c., 152.) | 


Orrawa Street Inciine Raitway Company: 
Petition for Act. of incorporation, 11. Reported 60. Bill (No. 23), intro- 
duced and referred, 61. Reported, 105. Recommitted to Committee, 
126. Reported, 325. Second reading, 354. House goes into Committee 
on, 389. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. .V. ¢. 143.) 


AROLE, ONTARIO BOARD OF: 
Report presented, 41. (Sessional Papers No. 59.) Printed. 


Partriven, S.: 


Question as to employment of, 88. 
Parrot Boat:—See Pishing Tug. 


PrAacEe, GENERAL SESSIONS OF: 


Bill (No. 69), introduced respecting, 30. Second reading, 56. House goes 
into Committee on, 99. Third reading, 166. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. ce. 438.) 


PEEL, CouNTY OF: 

Question as to amount expended in Provincial Highways in, 97. 
PENnETANG ASYLUM: 

Question as to destruction of laundry at, 124. 
Pepa, Divs: 


Return ordered, of copies of correspondence with reference to re-purchase 
or refunding of loan, in connection with which Mr. P. was sent to 
England, 378. (Not brought down). 


Pruarmacy Act: 


Bill (No. 199), introduced to amend, 188. Second reading and referred 
to Legal Committee, 203. No report. 
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PHENARSENAMINE: 


Question as to manufacture of, by Board of Health, 200. 


Puiiuies, Tony: 


Question as to employment of, 70. 


Pic River anp Brack Srurcron Purp anp TrmBer Limits: 


Report presented, 65. (Sessional Papers No. 63.) Printed. 


Poricrk MAGISTRATES: 


1. Bill (No. 78), introduced respecting, 35. Second reading, 175. House 
goes into Committee on, 284. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo. V. c., 48.) 


2. Question as to how many appointed, since January Ist 1920, 167. 
Pottce ViritacEs:—See Rural School Elections. 


Porr Artuur, Ciry oF: 


Petition for Act. to ratify a By-law, 11. Reported, 59. Bill (No. 7), in- 
troduced and referred, 61. Reported, 218. Second reading, 226. 
House goes into Committee on, 246. Third reading, 313. R.A., 399. 
(12 Geo, V. ¢., 124.) 


Powrr Commission ActT: 


Bill (No. 257), introduced: to amend, 277. Second reading, 295. House 
goes into Committee on, 353, 374. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. 
(12 Geo. V. c., 31.) | 


Presqgur IstE Park: 


Bill (No. 150), introduced respecting, 94, Motion for second reading and 
Debate on adjourned, 223. Debate resumed and motion for second 
reading carried, 252. House goes into Committee on, 959, 272. Third 
reading, 278. R.A., 280 (12 Geo. V. ¢. 39.) 


Preston, Town or: 


Petition for Act to repeal section 3 of By-law No. 482, 11. Reported, 60. 
Bill (No. 13), introduced and referred to Railway and Municipal 
Board, 61. Reported and referred to Committee on Private Bills, 
146. Reported, 153. Second reading, 205. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 222. Third reading, 259. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 125.) 
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PRINTING: 
1. Committee appointed, 24. Report, 321, 384. 


9. Recommend purchase of certain publications, 321, 384. 


PRISONERS: 


Petition for establishment of central place, for the safeguarding of, 28. 


PrRIsoNS AND REFORMATORIES: 


Report presented, 38. (Sessional Papers No. 26.) Printed. 


PRIVATE BILtus: 


1. Committee appointed, 21. Report, 105, 120, 133, 146, 153, 163, 179, 
188, 193, 208, 218, 231, 237, 292, 325 352, 358. 


2. Time extended, 141, 198, 292, 352. 
3. Motion against adoption of ninth report proposed and negatived, 
1938-4. | 

PRIVILEGES AND ELEcTIons: 


Committee appointed, 23. No report. 


Private Derrrecrives Act: 


Bill (No. 76), introduced to amend, 35. Second reading, 79. House goes 
into Committee on, 99, 177. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 
Geo. V. c., 58.) 


Privy Councit Act: 
Bill (No. 59), introduced to repeal, 19. Order for second reading dis- 

charged, 359. 

PrRopatTion OFFICERS: 


Bill (No. 70), introduced to provide for the appointment of, 30. Motion 
for second reading. and six months hoist proposed and negatived, 
154-5. Second reading, 155. House goes into Committee on, 223, 
230, ‘Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. VY. ¢., 103.) 


ProrrssionaL Enoinerrs:—See Lngineers. 


Provincrat Loans Act: 


1. Bill (No. 203), introduced to amend, 143. Second reading, 175. House 
goes into Committee on, 239. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 
Geo. V. ec. 9.) 
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2. Bill (No. 210) introduced to amend, 166. Second reading, 276. 
House goes into Committee on, 289. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. 
(ANT BO, New GC. LON) pi 


Provincial Hicuways: 
1. Question as to how many members participated in tour over, 67. 
2. Question as to amount expended on, in County of Peel, in 1921, 
97. | 
3. Question as to total milage of, for which $3,271,778.84, appro- 
priated, 248. | 


4, Question as to how many miles completed with permanent sur- 
face, 315. 


5. Question as to how many roads have been assisted under sec. 18 
OPAC aol. 


6. Question as to amount of money expended by Department under 
Township roads, ete., 389. 


7. Question as to cost per mile of Highway between Canboro and 
Dunnville, 389. 
Provincial Hienways Act: 


Bill (No. 130), introduced to amend, 82. Second reading, 164. House 
goes into Committee on, 196, 230, 246. Third reading, 267. R. A., 
280, (12 Geo. V. c. 80.) , 
Provincia MunicrpaLt AUDITOR: 


Report presented, 320. (Sesstonal Papers, No. 8.) Printed. 


Provinctat Poxricr: 


Question as to new appointments made to, since January Ist, 1920, 25. 


PRovIncIAL SECRETARY: 


Announces Prorogation, 401. 
ProvinctaL SecurRITIES :—See Bonds. 


Pusrtic Accounts: 


1. Committee appointed, 22. Presented and referred, 82. (Sesszonal 
Papers No. 1.) Printed. 


2. Report, 384. (Appendix No. 2.) 


3. Question as to engagement of expert accountant, to prepare, 207. 
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Pousric Heatru Act: 


1. Bill (No. 268), introduced to amend, 326. Second reading, 459. 
House goes into Committee on, 375. Third reading, 392. R.A. 399 (12 
Geo. V. c. 88.) 


9, Bill (No. 96), introduced to amend, 49. Second reading carried 
on division and referred to Municipal Committee, 117-18. 


3. Bill (No. 159), introduced to promote, by providing one day’s rest 
in seven, 101. Second reading and referred to the Labour Com- 
mittee, 175. Reported, 298. House goes into Committee on, 352. 
Third reading, 381. R.A., 399: (12 Geo. V. ¢. 93.) 


Pusiic HigHWAys: 


Reported presented, 324. (Sessional Papers No, 14.) Printed. 


Pusric Lanps ActT: 


1. Bill (No. 162), introduced to amend, 106. Second reading, 241. House 
goes into Committee on, 258. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. 
(12 Geo. V. ce. 16.) 


2, Bill (No. 168),, introduced to amend, 106. Declared to be out of 
order, 218. 
Pusric Orricers Frrs Act: 
Bill (No. 235), introduced to amend, 231. Second reading, 295. House 
goes into Committee on, 302. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. (12 
An. Ve Geeky) 
Pusric SAvinas: 
Question as to guaranteeing of, in conjunction with any life insurance 
plan, 378. 
Pusric SERVICE ComMIssIon: 
1. Question as to who were the Commissioners appointed, ete., 66. 


2. Interim report presented re York Registry Offices, 93. (Sessional 
Papers No. 65.) Printed. 


jeu) 


. Report presented on Toronto Police Court, 41. (Sessional Papers No. 
61.) Not Printed. , 


tw 


Report presented on mode of selecting Sheriffs, 33. (Sessional Papers 
No. 57.) Printed. 


Or 


Report presented on operation of Land Titles Act in Northern On- 
tario, 108. (Sessional Papers No. 69.) Printed. 
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Pustic Service SuPERANNUATION BoarD: 


Report presented, 192. (Sessional Papers No. 79.) Printed. 


Pusriic VEHICLES: 


Bill (No. 258), introduced to regulate the operation of, 101. Second 
reading, 241. House goes into Committee on, 249. Order discharged 
and Bill referred to Select Committee to be named, 301. Committee 
named, 358. 


Pusrtic Works: 


Report of Department presented, 119. (Sessional Papers No. 13.) Printed. 


Putpwoop Duss: 


Question as to amount of, collected for 1920 and 1921, 76. 


Putpwoop Exprorr Acr: 


Question as to permits issued to export pulpwood, 37. 


UEEN VICTORIA NIAGARA FALLS PARK: 
Report presented, 395. (Sessional Papers No. 9.) Printed. 


Queen Vicrorta Nracara Faris Park Act: 
Bill (No. 241), introduced to amend, 238. Second reading, 295. House 
s into Committee on, 302. Third reading, 350. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo. V. c. 38.) 


QuEENSTON-CHIPPAWA POWER DEVELOPMENT: 


Copy of Commission to W. D. Gregory et al. to inquire into, etc., pre- 
sented, 192. (Sessconal Papers No. 82.) Not printed. 


QUESTIONS: 
1. As to the official status of John A. Ayearst in Government employ, 24. 


2. As to payments made to Justices Riddell and Latchford on Crown 
Timber Commission, 24. 


3. As to new appointments made to Provincial Police Force, 25. 
4. As to cost of enforcing O.T.A. 1898-1921, 25. 

5. As to employment of Samuel Smith re O.T.A., 26. 

6. As to employment of James Jeffrey re CLP 26 


7. As to number of letters sent out to solicitors requesting remittance of 
Suecession Duties, 31. 


xliyv 
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g. As to intention of Government to publish Orders-in-Council in ONTARIO 


GAZETTE, 32. 


9. As to number of Orders-in-Council passed by Government since 


ay): 


abe 


1919, 32. 


As to employment, in Attorney General’s Department, of one Heaton, 
32. | 


As to amount paid to Shirley Denison, re timber investigation, 35. 


As to amount paid to N. W. Rowell and R. T. Harding re Shevlin- 
Clarke action, 36. 


As to amount received for timber limits, sold since 1897, etc., 36. 
As to permits issued to export pulpwood, 37. 


As to contract for cutting timber with Norman Edmeston of Fort 
William, 37. 


As to number of special operators known as “spotters” employed in 
1920 and 1921, 43. : 
As to proceeds of Treasury Bills “E.E.,” 48. 

As to request of E. W. Backus for lease of water powers, 43. 


As to amount paid for advertising propaganda under Provincial 
advisory Committee, 50. 


As to name and residence of latest appointee to Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Board, 50. 


As to amount paid for Game Licenses since 1897, 51. 


As to number of appointments made by Order-in-Council since 1919, 
Oly 


As to classification re employment service for Canada, 52. 
As to appointment of Albert Hellyer as Police Magistrate, 52. 


As to circulars sent out warning unemployed against going to Cochrane 
District, 52. 


As to character and scope of duties of special operators, 53. 


As to members of Government being subpeenaed in suit, “Backus vs. 


The Hvening Telegram,’ 58. 
As to number of complimentary Game Licenses issued. 54. 
As to what water powers applied for, by E. W. Backus, 55. 


As to who were the Commissioners employed on Public Service Com- 
mission, etc., 66. | 


ol. 


32. 


_ As to date of sale of Nepigon Pulp concession, 
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As to number of mectings held by the Hydro-Electric Commission in 
1924. GG 


As to moneys paid by Hydro-Electric Commission to Insurance Com- 
panies in 1921, 67. 


. As to number of members who went on tour over Provincial High- 


ways, 67. 


. As to maintenance of Government House in 1921, 68. 


. As to employment of S. McCutcheon, alias MeDunn, 68. 


As to employment of Police Officer Baugh, 68. 


. As to employment of female operators, 69. 

. As to employment of Howard Stewart, 69. 

. As to employment of McStruck, 69. 

. As to employment of Lloyd Gordon, 70. 

. As to employment of William Hunter, 70. 

_ As to employment of Tony Phillips et al, 70. 

. As to employment of Cecil Flack e¢ al, 71. 

. As to employment of Jack Robinson e¢ al, 71. 

. As to employment of Police Officer Charlton, 71. 
. As to employment of Alexander Courian, 72. 

. As to employment of Gunn, 72. 

_ As to employment of Earl Forester, 73. 

aS we employment of W. Cavanagh, 73. 

_ As to employment of C. J. Zyrd, 73: 

_ As to number of Community Halls receiving grants, 73. 


. As to receipt of copy of Resolution re Backus pulp and paper inter- 


ests, 75. 


_ Ags to total amount of timber dues collected in 1920-21, 76. 


TT 


_ As to amount of Legislative Grants paid to Rural Schools in 1921, 84. 
_ As to employment of Leslie Trubell ef al, 86. 

_ As to employment of Stanley Hallam et al, 86. 

‘As ta moneys paid to R. T. Harding since October 1921, etc., 86. 


59, As to arrangement made with Shirley Denison, to pay him for ser- 


vices, 87. 
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86. 


As to employment of McCoy and Charles West, 57. 
As to title of official head of Sub-Treasury Branches, 87. 
As to employment of W. E. Partridge, 88. 

As to identity of Lewis Alstead, 88. 

As to appointment of Peter Heenan, 88. 


As to whom did the Department of Lands issue permit or license for 
Rouse Island, 89. 


As to amount expended on Kingston Road, including Bridges, ete., 
94. 


Ag to amount borrowed upon Bonds, Treasury Notes; amounts real- 
ized, 95. 


As to amount realized on Amusement Tax, 96. 
As to amount of outstanding cheques prior to 31st October, 1921, 97. 


As to amount expended on Provincial Highway in County of Peel 
en Ot aoe 


As to who was appointed Surrogate Judge in County of Essex, to 
succeed Judge Dromgole, 97. 

As to how many loans made to assist co-operative associations, 98. 
As to the “Thyra” operating in Georgian Bay waters, 98. 
As to the building of a fishing tug at Midland, total cost, 98. 
As to the hiring of an automobile from Nathan Slavin, 102. 


As to the appointment of J. F. McKinley as Juvenile Judge for 
Ottawa, 102. 


As to number of appointments to Agricultural Development Board, 
102. 


As to employment of F. Stick, 103. 


As to who were the Commissioners appointed to the Hydro-Radial 
Commission, 112. 


As to employment of James Douglas, 115. 

As to employment of Gordon Campbell, 115. 

As to identity of G. N. Seaman, 116. 

As to number of days Timber Commission sat, 116, 
As to purchase of Knox College, 116. 

As to employment of M. Farron, 116. 


As to number of permanent members of inside Civil Service, 123. 


1922 


93. 


94. 


95. 


96, 
oT, 


98. 
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. As to destruction of Laundry at Penetanguishene Asylum, 124. 
. As to number of students refused admission to study medicine, 127. 


. As to number of Professors in employ of Toronto University, ete., 


127. 


. As to employment of Wallace Nesbitt, K.C., 129. 


. As to moneys paid by Hydro-Electrie Power Commission, as in- 


surance premuims, 129. 


As to employment of I. B. Lucas by Hydro-Electric Power Com- 
mission, 130. 


As to employment of I. B. Lucas by Hydro-Electrie Power Com- 
mission, 130, 


As to amounts paid by Hydro-Electric Power Commission, as in- 
surance premuims, outside of Toronto, 130, 


As to number of inspectors appointed by Agricultural Development 
Board, 131. 


As to aeroplane forest survey in English River Country, 147. 


As to any request to remove J. M. Clarke, Division Court Clerk, 
Belleville, 148. 


As to number of licenses for motor vehicles issued in Nipissing, 
Sturgeon Falls, etc., 148. 


99. As to salary, ete., of George I’. Henderson, 151. 

100. As to date of last payment for 1920-21, made on account of capital 
expenditure, etc., 156. 

101. As to number of lawyers engaged in Departments, 156. 

102. As to ownership of old Knox College, ete., 159. 

103. As to number of inspectors necessary to enforce Dairy Standard 
Act, 160. | 

104. As to instructions issued by Major George Elliott, as to liquor seiz- 
ure, 160. 

105. As to number of Police Magistrates appointed since January Ist 

| 1920, 167. | 

106. As to resignation or discharge of James Jeffrey, 169. 

107. As to Statutory Expenditure, charged to Ordinary, 170. 

108. As to mileage of Provincial Highway constructed on Huron Road, 
183. 

109. As to amount received from Toronto and York, for race track meet- 


ing licenses, 184. 
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110. 
dAile 
112. 
115. 


114. 
Lie. 
IG: 
ise 


As to date of last return by Callaghan Company, etc., 154. 
As to employment of Wallace Nesbitt, K.C., 184. 
As to furnishing of Bonds by E. W. Backus, 185. 


As to grants or concessious of timber rights on T. and N.O. Railway, 
185. 


As to engaging financial experts for Treasury Department, 156. 
As to compensation asked by each member of Hydro Commission, 191. 
As to employment, by government, of Harry J. Wheeler, 191. 


As to money appropriated for roads and bridges, under Northern 
Development Branch, ete., 198. 


As to money appropriated for roads and bridges under colonization 
Roads Branch, 199. 


As to employment of S. J. Martin in Highways Department, 200. 


As to when Board of Health obtained license to manufacture Phen- 
arsenamine (Salvarsan), 200, 


As to amount received from Federal Government, by Department 


of Highways, 201. 


As to number of girls in attendance at Macdonald Institute, 202. 


As to Doctors being under the ban of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Board, 202. 


As to Treasury Bills “M.M.” and “J.J.,” 206. 


As to what sums paid Gordon Waldron, K.C., in 1921, 206. 
As to what matters Gordon Waldron, K.C., has been engaged in, 207. 


As to employment of expert accountant to prepare Public Accounts, 
207. | 


As to salary paid to Sir Adam Beck, etce., 212. 
As to Long Lake Pulp and Timber Limit being put up for sale, 212. 


As to details of services for which firms of lawyers were paid by 
Department of Education, 214. 


As to details of expenditure, Teachers’ Superannuation Fund, 215. 
As to payments to John D, Flavelle, 220. 

As to identity of Endo Saunders, 220. 

As to system of advertising, 220. 


As to prices paid for fresh beef for use in Institutions, 221. 


a ae 
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136. 
137, 


138. 
139. 
140. 
141. 


142. 


143. 


144. 


145. 


146. 


147. 
148. 
149. 
150. 


Gp) 


152. 


153. 


156. 


Lee 


As to identity of W. F. Gregory, 221. 


\ 


As to amount of ordinary receipts and from what sources, included 
in Public Accounts, 225. 


As to fishing licenses granted in Lake Eskeyenaga, 235. 
As to Fred Cummings being in employment of government, 243. 
As to cost to Crown of trial of Charles Sandrelli, 243. 


As to number of days occupied in trial of Attorney-General’s action 
against Shevlin-Clarke Company, 245. 


As to payments of claims for damages re accidents between Strat- 
ford and Sebringville, 244. 


As to how many days taken up in hearing of action Attorney-Gen- 
eral vs. Shevlin-Clarke Company, 244. 


As to amounts received between November and December, 1921, for 
account as succession duties, 244. 


As to particulars making up item of $1,020.45, page C. 35. Public 
Accounts, Fleming and Spracklin, 245. 


As to total mileage of Provincial Highways for which $3,271,778.84 
has been appropriated, 248, 


As to why Dr. McCullough receives additional money, 248. 
As to date of appointment of H. J. Moore as Highway Forester, 248. 
As to employment of R. E. Gaby, 253. 


As to number of times Hon. Mr. Carmichael inspected Queenston- 
Chippawa Works, 253. 


As to details of expenditure under Technical Education as travel- 
ling expenses, 254. 


As to number of Commissions appointed since November, 1919, 
262, | 


As to intention of Government to appoint a Civil Service Com- 
mission, 263. 


. As to identity of George F. Henderson, 263. 


. As to money paid to Hydro-Electrie Power Commission, out of 


loans during 1920-21, 268. 


As to amount of outstanding debentures issued free of succession 
duties, 269. 


As to what dates in 1919-20 and 1920-21, were payments received 
from Dominion Government under Canada Highway Act, 275. 


158 


159. 
160. 


161. 


162. 
163, 


164. 
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As to money credited to Highway Improvement Fund and pay- 
ments chargeable thereto, 275. 


As to identity of Lloyd Harris, 283. 


As to number of prescriptions issued for intoxicating liquors, Octo- 
ber 1920, to October 1921, etc., 286. 


As to compliance with request for return re sums credited to High- 
way Improvement Fund, 288. 


As to quantity of liquor seized, fines paid, etc., 288. 


As to how many iniles of Highway, with permanent surface com- 
pleted, 315, 


As to how many roads have been assisted by Department under 
section 18, 317. 
As to revision of list of Justices of the Peace, 326. 


As to how many expert engineers, or professional men, have been 
retained by the Hydro-Electric Investigation Commission, 327. 


As to appeal from Justice Riddell’s decision under Corporations 
Tax Act, 337-40. 


As to what amount paid by Edward Backus on account of English 
River Limits, ete., 377. 


As to what amount paid to Hydro-Electrie Power Commission for 
development purposes, 377. 


As to liquor stock on hand ordered, or en route, by Government 
Dispensaries when present government came into power, 377. 


As to guarantee of Public Savings, in conjunction with any life in- 
surance plan, 378. 


As to MeCleland acting in an advisory capacity to Liquor License 


Commission, 378. 


As to amount expended by Department of Highways under several 
heads, 389. ait: 


As to cost of completed road between Canboro and Dunnville, 389. 


R ACK TRACK MEETING LICENSES: 


Question as to amount received from Toronto and York for, ete., 184 


Raiiway Emrnovrrs Voting Act: 


1. Bill (No. 58), introduced to amend 19. Order for second reading 


discharged, 56. 
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2. Bill (No. 107), introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and referred 
to the Municipal Committee, 117. Reported, 138. House goes into 
Committee on, 234. Third reading, 247. R.A., 280. (12 Geo. Se 
ec. 73.) 


Raitway AND Municipal BoarpbD: 


Bills referred, to 35, 40, 61, 62, 78, 111, 185. Reported, 57, 100, 108, 140, 
145, 197. See Ontario Railway and Municipal Board. 


RaILWwaAys: 


Committee appointed, 22. Report, 282, 297. 


REecIPROCAL OR INTER-INSURANCE: 


Bill (No. 63), introduced respecting, 19. Second reading, 78. House goes 
into Committee on, 104, 107. Third reading, 173. R.A., 241, (12 
Geo. V, c. 62.) See Ontario Insurance. 
\ 
RecistrarR GENERAL: 


Neport presented on Births, ete., 384. (Sessronal Papers No. 20.) Printed. 


Recistry AcT: 


1. Bill (No. 129), introduced to amend, 82. Second reading negatived, 
152. 


2. Bill (No. 244), introduced to amend the Registry Act and Land Titles 
Act, 242. Order for second reading discharged, 284. 


REGISTRY OFFICES: 


Report presented, 165. (Sessional Papers No. 7.) Printed. 


RENFREW, TOWN OF: 


Petition for ‘Act declaring that Victoria Hospital may be carried on as a 
general hospital, 11. Reported, 39. Bull (No. 5), introduced and re- 
ferred, 40. Reported, 179. Second reading, 225. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 256. Third reading, 267, R.A., 280. (12 Geo. Vent ot.) 
Fees remitted, 325. 


Rest, One Day rx Seven :—See Public Health. 


RiwpetL AND LATCHFORD, JUSTICES: 


Question as to payments made to, 24. 
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Riversipe, Town or: 
Petition for Act creating the town, a separate town, within the meaning 
of the Municipal Act 15. Reported, 28. Bill (No. 36), introduced and 
referred, 40. No report. Fees remitted, 209. 
Rozrrvetrr, THomas Linpsay: 


Petition for Act to authorize the Law Society to admit him to practice, 
35, 42. Reported, 109. Bill (No. 40), introduced and referred, 111. 
Reported, 133. Second reading, 152. House goes into Committee on, 
174. Third reading, 994, R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. «. 154.) . 


Roginson, Jack: 


Question as to employment of, 71. 


Rockeretier Founpation GIFT: 


Motion for Return of correspondence relating to, ete., and Debate on 
adjourned, 186. Debate resumed and motion for Return carried and 
ordered, 354. (Not brought down. ) 


Rovusgr Isnanp: 


Question as to permits, or timber licenses EON oS 


Rowe tt, N. W.: 


Question as to moneys paid him, re Shevlin-Clarke Co., 36. 


Rurat Hypro-Disrrrsution Acr: 
1. Bill (No. 141), introduced to amend, 84. Discharged, 359. 


2. Bill (No. 265), introduced to amend, 321. Second reading, 354. 
House goes into Committee on, 374, 380. Third reading, 392. Rune 
399. (12 Geo. V. c. 82.) 


Rurat Pusric anp SEPARATE ScHoots: 


Return ordered, showing Legislative grants earned by, in 1920 and 1921; 
actual amount paid, 295. Presented 357. (Sessional Papers No. 96.) 
Printed. See Education. 


Rurat Scuoor Secrions: 


e 
Bill (No. 189), introduced respecting, in Police villages, 135. Second 
reading and referred to Municipal Committee, 175. Vo report, 


IT. CATHARINES, CITY OF: 


Petition for Act to confirm by-law, 68. Reported, 134, Bill (No. 92), 
introduced and referred, 135, Reported, 163. Second reading, 174. 
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House goes into Committee on, 224, 246. Third seinen: 247. R.A., 
280. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 128.) 


Sr. LAWRENCE RIVER: 


Resolution re navigation, of, ete., 391. 


Sr. Tuomas, Ciry or: 


Petition for Act to detach certain territory from the township of Yarmouth 
and annex it to the City, 12. Reported, 39. Bill (No. 33), introduced 
and referred to the Railway and Municipal Board, 40. Reported and 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills, 57. Reported, 133. Second 
reading, 151. House goes into Comrie on, 174. Third reading, 
204. R.A., (12 Geo. V. ¢. 129.) 


SALVARSAN: 


Question as to manufacture of, by Board of Health, 200. 


SANDRELLI, CHARLES: 


Question as to total cost of trial of, ete., 243. 


SANDWICH, Winpsor aND AMHERSTBURG RarLWwaAy: 


Bill (No. 51), introduced respecting, 12. Second reading, 38. House goes 
into Committee on, 57. Third reading, 224. R.A., 241. (12 Geo. V. 
ce. 144.) 


Sautr Str. Maris, Crry or: 


Petition for Act to ratify a By-law, 11. Reported, 60. Bull (No. 15), 
introduced .and referred, 61. Reported, 237. Second reading, 247. 
House goes into Committee on, 256, 318. Third reading, 313. 
BA. 3899.) C193Geo. V1 crelio6.) 


SAUNDERS, Evpo: 


Question as to identity of, 220 


Scuoot Sires AcrT: 


Bill (No. 227), introduced to amend, 210. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 300. Reported, 325. House goes into 
Committee on, 876. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. 
e. 100.) 


Seaman, G. M.: 


Question as to identity of, 116. 
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SECRETARY AND REGISTRAR: 


Report presented, 362. (Sessional Papers No. 19.) Printed. 


SEecurITIES, SCALE OF: 


Bill (No. 209), introduced respecting, 165. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Select Committee, to be named, with power to sit during 
Recess, 285. Committee named, 359. 


Sentor MarricuntatE Sruprents:—See Toronto University. 
SEPARATE ScHoois:—See Hducation. 


OMERIFEFS : 


Interim Report presented, of Commission appointed to consider best 


mode of selecting and remunerating, 33. (Sessional Papers No. 
57.) Printed. 


Suerirrs Act: 


Bill (No. 182), introduced to amend, 122. Second reading, 242. House 
goes into Committee on, 258, 260, 322. Third reading, 336. R.A., 
399. (12 Geo. V. c. 6.) 


SHEVLIN-CLARKE Co., Lro.: 


1, Bill (No. 60), introduced to confirm and carry out a certain agreement 
entered into, on behalf of the Attorney-General and, 19. Order for 
second reading discharged, 164. 


bo 


. Bill (No. 110), introduced to vary and validate the timber licenses 
of, 64. Motion for second reading and Debate on adjourned, 136. 
Debate resumed and Motion for second reading carried on division, 
139. House goes into Committee on, 148. Third reading, 147. 
R.A., 149. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 20.) 


3. Letters and Documents presented, 63. (Sessional Papers No. 62.) 
Not printed. 


4. Agreement in the matter of settlement of suits presented, 93.  (Ses- 
stonal Papers No. 66.) Not printed. 


5. Return ordered, of correspondence between the Government, N. W. 
Rowell, R. T. Harding and E. W. Backus, in connection with the 
action against the Company, 77. (Not brought down. ) 


Question as to number of days occupied in trial of Attorney-General’s 
action against, etc., 243. 


- Question as to number of days taken up in trial; Counsel employed, 
etc., 244. 
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Snuntau, MuNIcIPALITY OF: 


Petition for Act to legalize tax sales and ete., 12. Reported, 28. Bill 
(No. 2), introduced and referred, 29. Reported, 133. Second read- 
ing, 151. House goes into Committee on, 173. Third reading, 204. 
RA eal Ce) Geo. Nace. 12( 2) 


Snavin, NarHan: 


Question as to the hiring of an automobile for one, 102. 


Smiru, JUDGE: 
Question as to his being a member of the Windsor Police Commission, 
97. 
SMITH, SAMUEL: 


Question as to employment of, 26. 


Sotprers Arp Commission ACT: 


1. Bill (No. 238), introduced to amend, 234. Second reading, 269. 
House goes into Committee on, 289. Third reading, 346. Rh. AG, 
399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 40.) | 


2, Report presented, 274. (Sessional Papers No. 98.) Printed. 


Spraker, Mr.: 
1. Informs House of vacancies and issue of writs, 2. 


9. Informs House of receipt of Reports from Railway and Municipal 
Board, 57, 100, 108, 140, 145, 197. 


3. Informs House of receipt of Report from Commissioners of Estates 
Bills, 137. 


4, Gives rulings on points raised, 101-2, 172, 218, 294, 382. 


5. Addresses His Honour re assent to passed Bills, 149, 239, 280, 301, 
314, 396. : 


6. Presents Report on state of Library, 224. 


SPECIAL OPERATORS: 


1. Question as to number employed, known as “spotters,” in 1920 and 
1921, 43. 


2. Question as to character and scope of duties of, 53. 


SprACKLIN AND FLEMING: 


Question re damage claim in connection with, 245. 
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STANDING ORDERS: 
1. Committee appointed, 21. Report, 28, 39, 59, 81, 109, 110, 133. 


2, Recommend extension of time, 40, 60, 81. 


STATISTICS BrRancH: 


Report presented, 335. (Sessional Papers No. 46.) Printed. 


STatures, Lagour Act: 


1. Bill (No. 186), introduced to amend, 84. Second reading negatived, 
126. 


2. Bill (No. 215), introduced to amend, 190. Second reading, 252. 
House goes into Committee on, 257. Order for third reading dis- 
charged, 393. 
Srarutes, DisrrRrBuTIoN oF: 


Statement presented, 108. (Sessional Papers No. 68.) Not printed. 


STaruTrory ExpENDITURE: 
Question as to certain items under, charged to Ordinary Expenditure, 
170. 
Steam Borrer Act: 


1. Bill (No. 101), introduced to amend, 63. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Committee on Agriculture and Colonization, 125. Re- 
ported, 165. Recommitted to Select Committee to be named 276. 
Committee named, 280. Reported, 321. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 330. Third reading, 346." R.A‘, 399: (19°Geo. Vite 
O5e) 


. Bill (No. 216), introduced to amend, 190. Order for second read- 
ing discharged, 337. 


Stewart, Howarp: 

Question as to employment of, 69. 
Sie Re. He 

Question as to employment of, 103. 


STRATFORD AND SEBRINGVILLE: 


Question as to claims for damages being paid, arising out of accident 
between, 244. 
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SrruucK, Me.: ° 


Question as to employment of, 69. 


Sus-Treasury BrancueEs: 


Question as to title of official head; name, ete., 87. 


SUBURBAN ArEA DervELopMENT AcT: 


Bill (No. 230), introduced to amend, 210. Second reading and referred 
to Municipal Committee, 247. Reported, 325. House goes into 

: Committee on, 847. Third reading, 350. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. 
Vie ee Th) 


Succession Dury: 


1. Question as to how many letters sent to solicitors requesting remittance 
of duties on estates, before close of fiscal year, 31. 


2. Question as to amounts included in Public Accounts, 245. 


Suppury, Town or: 


Petition .for Act to ratify By-law, 12. Reported, 81. Bill (No. 32), 
introduced and referred, 81. Reported, 138. Second reading, 152. 
House goes into Committee on, 174. Third reading, 204. R.A., 
241. (12 Geo. V. c. 180.) 


SurroGatse Covrts Acr: 


Bill (No. 52), introduced to amend, 13. Second reading, 38. House 
goes into Committee on, 57. Third reading, 166. R.A., 241. (12 
Geo. V. c. 49.) 


Surrogate Jupan 1x Essex:—See Dromgole. 


Surpry: 


1. Motion to go into Committee, 45, and Debate on adjourned, 93, 145, 
155, 162, 164, 187. 


bo 


. Amendment proposed condemning policy of borrowing moneys under 
Hydro-Electric Act and Debate on adjourned, 189, 192, 195, 208, 
210, 218, 219. Amendment negatived and main motion carried, 
231-33. ; F 


3. House goes into Committee, 48, 233, 242, 261, 270, 273, 280, ete., ete. 
. Estimates presented, 47, 812, 334. 

. Resolutions reported, 48, 303, 331, 363. 

. Motion to go into Committee of Ways and Means, 45, 373. 


oS Oo he 
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7. Resolutions reported, 48, 374. ’ 
8. Bill of Supply (No. 271), introduced and read a first, second and third 
fame, Bit, RAL BO. AQ Geon Vocals) 
T ANNENBAUM, SIDNEY: | 
Petition for Act to authorize the Law Society to admit him to practice, 
42, Reported, 109. “ai 
Bill (No. 48), introduced and referred, 111. Reported withdrawn; fees 
remitted, 133. 
TrcumMsEH, TowN oF: 


Petition for Act to confirm an agreement with Eanclair Water Works, 

12. Reported, 29. Bill (No. 10), introduced and referred to Rail- 

way and Municipal Board, 35. Reported and referred to Com- 

mittee on Private Bills, 57. Reported, 237. Recommitted, 299. 

Reported, 352. Second reading, 390. House goes into Committee 

on, 390. Third reading, 398. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. « 131.) 
TremiskamMine and N. O. Rartway: 


1. Question as:to grants of timber rights, or privileges, north of Trans- 
continental Railway, 185. 


2. Report presented, 291. (Sessional Papers No. 84.) Printed. 


TEsTAtToR, WirE AND CHILDREN OF: 
Bill (No. 127), introduced to secure adequate provision for the main- 
tenance of, 82. Second reading negatived, 150. 
Tirvra, THE: 
Question as to operation of, in Georgian Bay waters, 198. 
TIMBER: 


Bill (No. 211), introduced respecting privileges to cut, 166. Second 
reading, 210. House goes into Committee on, 222. Third reading, . 
Dok Pune oedwe (TOA eOe BV gt Gr elo) 


TimBer ComMISSIOoN: 

Question as to number of days Commission sat, 116. 
TimsBer DvEs: 

Question as to total amount collected for 1920 and 1921. 76. 
Trmser Limits: | 


1. Question as to amount received from, sold since 1897, ete., 36. 
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2. Return ordered, shewing how many have been offered for sale since 
December 1st, 1919, etc, 203. Presented, 208.  (Sessvonal 
Papers No. 84.) Not printed. 


Timsper Scare:—See Hurdman Scale. 


Toronto, Ciry oF: 


1. Petition for Act authorizing the creation of a Fund to be known as 
“The City of Toronto Insurance Fund,’ 12. Reported, 59. Bill 
(No. 11), introduced and referred, 61. Reported, 325. Second 
reading, 354. House goes into Committee on, 389. Third reading, 
392. R.A. 399. (12 Geo. V. c. 182.) 


2. Petition for Act authorizing the passing of a By-law for issue of De- 
bentures, 35. Reported, 110. Bill (No. 44), introduced and re- 
ferred, 111. Reported, 345. Second reading, 390. House goes 
into Committee on, 390. Third reading, 398. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo. Vi. @.133.) 


Toronto AnD Hamitton Hienway Act: 


Bill (No. 167), introduced to amend, 106. Second reading, 336. House 
goes into Committee on, 355. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. (12 
Geo? Vie 29.) 


Toronro anp Hamitron Hiaguway CoMMISSION: 


Return ordered, of copies of correspondence with, and Minister of Public 
Works, 186.-Presented 262. (Sessional Papers No. 90.) Not 
printed. 


Toronto Poricrk CourrT: 


1. Interim Report presented, respecting, 41. (Sessional Papers ‘No. 
61.) Not printed. 


9. Report of Commission presented, 83. (Sessional Papers No. 64.) 
Printed. 
Toronto SusuRBAN Raiiway: 


Bill (No. 263), introduced to authorize the purchase and operation of, 
by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission, 298. Second reading, 
354. House goes into Committee on, 375. Third reading, 392. 
R.A., 399.’ ‘(12 Geo. Vc. 35.) 


Toronto UNIVERSITY: 


1. Report presented, 119. (Sessional Papers No. 18.) Printed. 


9. Question as to how many Senior Matriculated Students were refused 
admission to study medicine, 127. 
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3. Question as to how many Professors are now in the employ of the 
Medical Faculty, 127. See Rockefeller Foundation, University of 
Town Prannine anp Hovusine LEGISLATION: 
Select Committee appointed to enquire into and hear representations re- 
garding, 326. Section 5 of Bill referred to, 285. 
Town Sites Act: 


Bill (No. 208), introduced to amend, 163. Second reading, 242. House 
goes into Committee on, 258. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. (12 
Geo WV. G25.) 


TRAVELLING SHows AcT: 


Bill (No. 176), introduced to amend, 120. Second reading, 175. House 
goes into Committee on, 190, 237. Third reading, 267. R.A., 280. 
(12 Geo. V. ec. 84.) 


Treasury Bitts: 
1. Question as to proceeds of “E.E.,” where credited, 438. 


2. Question as to “M.M.” and *J.J.,” ete. 206: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT: 


Question as to advisability of appointing a financial expert for, 186. 


TRUBELL, LESLIE: 


Question as to employment of, 86. 


U NEMPLOYED: 


Question as to circulars sent out, warning the against going to Coch- 
rane, 52. 


UNEMPLOYMENT: 


1. Bill (No. 219), introduced respecting Works and Measures to relieve, 
191. Second reading, 290. House goes into Committee on, 322. 
Third reading, 350... R.A.,. 399. (12 Geo. Vic. 41.) 


2. Motion proposed and negatived, for Committee to sit during Recess 
to enquire into, 394. 


Universiry Acr: 


Bill (No. 236), introduced to amend, 234. Second reading, 295. House 


goes into Committee on, 344. Third reading. 346 R 
(12 Geo. V. ec. 101.) F hcintes hk ae ie 
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University oF ToronTo: 
Select Committee appointed to enquire into and report, concerning the 
organization and administration of, ete., 379. Member added, 393. 
Uprrr CAnapa Coriece Act: 


Bill (No. 202), introduced to amend, 143. Second reading, 221. House 
goes into Committee on, 270. Third reading, 346. R.A., 399. 
(12 Geo. Vc. “L02:) : 


Mie tet aes GROWERS ASSOCIATION: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 34.) Printed. 


VENEREAL Diseases Prorectrion Act: 


Bill (No. 267), introduced to amend, 326. Second reading, 359. House 
goes into Committee on, 375. Third reading, 392. R.A., 399. 
le) eOU nN en eon) 


VERNON VILLAGE PRESBYTERIAN Manse: 


Return ordered of correspondence, ete., dealing with the purchase of, 
90. Presented, 119. (Sessional Papers No. 71.) Not. printed. 


VETERANS Lanp Grant AcrT: 


‘Bill (No. 204), introduced to interpret and amend, 155. Second read- 
ing, 241. House goes into Committee on, 258. Third reading, 267. 
BU OU. atl eka aN eel Te} 


Vorrrs Lists Act: 


1. Bill (No. 109), introduced to amend, 64. Second reading and re- 
ferred to the Municipal Committee, 117. Referred to Select Com- 
mittee, 198. 


2. Bill (No. 118), introduced to amend, 74. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Select Committee to be named, 103. Committee named, 198. 


3. Bill (No. 119), introduced respecting, 74. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Select Committee, 107. Committee named, 198. To sit 
concurrently with the sittings of House, 277. Reported, 335. 
House goes into Committee on, 375. Third reading, 392. R.A., 
399. > (12 Geo. V. c. 4.) 


WALproy, GORDON, K.C.: 


1. Question as to what sums paid to in 1921, 206. 
2. Question as to what matters retained in, 207. 
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WALLACEBURG, TOWN OF: 


Petition for Act to authorize the Corporation to borrow money to pay 
off the floating debt, 42. Reported, 60. Bill (No. 72), introduced 
and referred to Railway and Municipal Board, 78. Reported and 
referred to the Private Bills Committee, 107. Reported, 238. Sec- 
ond reading, 303. House goes into Committee on, 330. Third read- 
ing, 836: ") Rely S990 (12 Geo Wirendao:) 


WALKERVILLE, TOWN oF: 

Petition for Act to validate the grant to the Corporation of certain lands 
known as “Willistead,” 12. Reported, 81. Bill, (No. 17), intro- 
duced and referred, 81. Reported, 237. House goes into Com- 
mittee on, 268. Third reading, 286.5 RUA. 301. (12 Geom. 
134.) 


War Mermoriar: 


Report of Committee presented and adopted, 142-3. 


WatER RIGuHTs: 


Bill (No. 249), introduced respecting, 250. Bill referred to Select Com- 
mittee to sit during Recess, 360. Committee named, 393. 


WatTERDOWN, VILLAGE OF: 


Petition for Act to confirm a certain By-law, 12. Reported, 39. Bull 
(No. 20), introduced and referred, 40. Reported, 105. Second 
reading, 132. House goes into Committee on, 150. Third reading, 
DO4, “ROAD 24 eee Cl? Geos ct oa 


WaTERLOO County Loan anv Trust ComMPpaANny: 


Petition for Act to authorize the company to carry on the business of a 
Trust Company, 12. Reported, 28. Bill (No. 1), introduced aud 
referred, 29. Reported, 105. Second reading, 151. House goes 
into Committee on, 173. Third reading, 204.° RyAuj 241. (12 
Geo. V. c. 148.) 


WaTERLOO, WELLINGTON Rartway CoMPANY: 


Petition for Act to amend Act of incorporation, 42. Reported, 59. Bill 
(No. 45), introduced and referred, 62. Reported, 297. Second 
reading, 331. House goes into Committee on, 353. Third reading, 
Setar eengaen, (LO Gao oN, semen ny ee i 





Ways anp Mrans:—See Supply. 


West, CHARLES: 


Question as to employment of, 87. 
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Wuerever, Harry J.: 


Question as to employment of, 191. 


Wuiiskby SEIZuRE: 
Report of Commission presented, relative to, at Chatham, 119. (Sessional 
Papers No. 70.) Not printed. 
Wiarton, Town or: 


Petition for Act to ratify By-law, 83. Reported, 110. Bill (No. 122), 
introduced and referred to Railway and Municipal Board, 135. Re- 
ported and referred to Committee on Private Bills, 140. Reported, 
154. Second reading, 174. House goes into Committee on, 224. 
hind, reading, 234. KA. 241. (12Geo.. V,¢. 137.) 


Winpsor, Criry oF: 
Petition for Act to change date of Election of Members of Council, 128. 
Reported, 184. Bill (No. 39), introduced and referred, 134. Re- 
y) ) 
—~ . . e 
ported, 188. Second reading, 295, House goes into Committee on, 
246. Third reading, 294. R.A., 801. - (12 Geo. V.c. 188.) 
Wor Bounty Act 
Bill (No. 183), introduced to amend, 123. Order for second reading 
discharged, 252. 
Women’s Insrirures: 


Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No. 41.) Printed. 
‘ b 


Workmen's Compensation AMENDMENT Acr: 


1. Bill (No. 214), introduced to amend, 183. Second reading and re- 
ferred to Labour Committee, 277. 


Bill (No, 258), introduced to amend the Act, 282. Second reading, 
336, House goes into Committee on, 344. Third reading, 350. 
ii, Po oee, wf Laem. Veo, 00.) 


) 


WorKMEN’S ComMPENSATION Boarp 


1. Question as to name, residence, ete., of the latest appointment to, 
50. 


bo 


Question as to certain Doctors being under ban of, 202. 


3. Report presented, 342. (Sessional Papers No, 55.) Printed, 
J-22-1B., 
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Y GRRE AG OLN Cie 
Petition presented, under suspended Rule, 211. Bill (No. 2381), imtro- 
duced, under suspended Rule, respecting the purchase of Assets of 
certain companies and referred, 212. Reported, 358. Second read- 
ing, 890, 891. Third reading, 398. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. V. ¢. 34.) 


York Reaistry OFrFrice: 
1. Bill (No. 180), introduced respecting, 122. Second reading, 241. 
Bill referred to Select Committee to sit during Recess, 285. 


Oy 


). Interim Report presented, 93.  (Sesszonal Papers No. 65.) Not 


hed 


printed. See Committee Select. 


York, Townsuir Council OF: 


1. Petition for Act to validate certain sales of land, 49. Reported, 81. 
Bill (No. 89), introduced and referred, 82. Reported, 352. Sec- 
ond reading, 390. House goes into Committee on, 390. Third 
reading, 393. R.A., 399., (12 Geo. V. c. 139.) | 


bo 


_ Section 5 of, referred to Select Committee on Town Planning, 352. 


York Norrn, TownsuHip oF: 


Petition for Act to incorporate a part of the township of York as the, 
11, 28. Reported, 29. Bull (No. 22), introduced and referred, 30. 
Reported, 231. Second reading, 257. House goes into Committee 
on, 288. Third reading, 313. R.A., 399. (12 Geo. Mt La)... 


eo here 
Wuestion as to employment of, 73. 
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PROVINCE OF ONTARIO 





Tuesday, February 14th, 1922. 


PROCLAMATION 
_ Canada, 
Eeidince ct HENRY COCKSHUTT. 
Ontario. 


Grorcre Firrnu, by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the Seas, Kive, De- 
fender of the Faith, Emperor of India, &., &e., &e. 


To Our Faithful, the Members elected to serve in the Legislative Assembly of 
Our Province of Ontario and to every of you—GREETING. 


Witrtram Epnear Raney, HEREAS it is expedient for certain causes 
Attorney General. and considerations to convene the Legislative 


Assembly of Our Said Province, WE DO WILL that you and each of you, and 
all others in this behalf interested, on TUESDAY, the Fourrrentn day of 
the month of FEBRUARY now next, at OUR CITY OF TORONTO, per 
sonally be and appear. for the Desparcn or Busrness, to treat, act, do and 
conclude upon these things which, in Our Legislature of the Province of 
Ontario by the Common Council of Our said Province, may by the favour 
of God be ordained. HrrEIN FAIL NOT. 


In Testimony Wrereor,. we have caused these Our Letters to be made Patent. 
and the Great Seal of Our Province of Ontario to be hereunto affixed: 
Wirness, His Honour Henry Cocxsnurt, Lirurenant-GoverNor 
of Our Province of Ontario, at Our Government House in the City 
of Toronto, in Our said Province, this Erevenrir day of JANUARY 
in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and twenty-two, 
and in the Twelfth year of Our Reign. 


By Command, — 


C. F. Bu_mMeEr, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. 
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Tuesday, the Fourteenth day of February, 1922, being the first day of 
the Third Meeting of the Fifteenth Legislature of the Province of Ontario 
for the Despatch of Business pursuant to a Proclamation of His Honour 
Henry Cockshutt, Lieutenant-Governor of the Province. 


PRAYERS. 3 0’ aock BEAL 

Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had received notifications of 
vacancies which had occurred since the last Session of the House, and had 
issued his. Warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery for new Writs 
for the Election of Members to serve in the ‘present Legislature for the 
following Electoral Districts :— 


Oxford North and 
Kingston. 


To the Honourable the Speaker of the Legislatwe Assembly of the Province 
of Ontario. 


We, the undersigned Henry Corwin Nixon, Member for the said Legis- 
lative Assembly for the Electoral Division of North Brant, and Beniah 
Bowman, Member for the said Legislative Assembly for the Electoral Divi- 
sion of Manitoulin, do hereby notify you that a vacancy has occurred in the 
representation in the said Legislative Assembly for the Electoral Division 
of North Oxford, by reason of the death of John Alexander Calder, Member 
elect for the said Electoral Division of North Oxford. And we, the said 
Henry Corwin Nixon and Beniah Bowman, Members of the Assembly afore- 
said, hereby require you to issue a new Writ for the Election of a Member 
to fill the said vacancy. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we have hereunto set our hands and seals 
on this Twenty-second day of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty-one. 


Signed and sealed in the presence of 
Gro. Grant. 
H. G Nixon. mH eyes 


Brenraun Bowman. ' [:L.S. | 
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Kingston, Ontario. 
November 18th, 1921. 


T'o the Honourable Nelson: Parliament, 
Speaker, Legislative Assembly, 
Toronto, Ontario. 


SIR, 
Pursuant to the terms of the Statute in that behalf, I hereby resign 


my seat in the Electoral District of Kingston. 
A. E. Ross, M.D. 


Signed in the presence of 
A. M. Rawxin. 
E. M. McDonatp. 


Mr. Speaker also informed the House, That the Clerk had received from 
the Clerk of the Crown-in-Chancery the following Certificate: 


PROVINCE OF ONTARIO. 


Tuis 1s To Cerriry that in virtue of a Writ of Election, dated the 
twenty-first day of October, 1921, issued by His Honour the Lieutenant- 
Governor, and addressed to Come Oliver, Esquire, Returning Officer for 
the lectern District of North erica far the election of a Member to: 
represent the. said electoral District of North Oxford in the Legislative 
Assembly of this Province, in the room of John Alexander Calder, Dee. 
who had departed this life, David Munro Ross, Esquire, has been returned 
as duly elected, as appears by the Return to the said Writ of Election, diated 
the ninth day af January, 1922, which is now lodged of record in my office. 


C. F. Burtmer, 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. 
Toronto, February 10th, 1922. 


The House then adjourned during pleasure. 
And after some time the House resumed. 


His Honour Henry Cockshutt, Lieutenant-Governor of the Province, 
then entered the House, and being seated on the Chair on the Throne, was. 
pleased to open the Session by the following gracious Speech to the House:— 


Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of the Legislative Assembly— 


In welcoming you to your Legislative labours, I desire to join with you in 
an expression of gratitude to Almighty God for the blessings we have enjoyed 
during the past year, both in material respects, and in those influences which 
make for the moral and social welfare of the community. 
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It is my privilege to-day to address the Members of this Assembly for 
the first time in my official capacity, and to express the pleasure it affords 
me to greet you as representatives of the people of this Province in Parliament 
assembled. I desire to take advantage of this occasion to refer to the passing 
of my distinguished predecessor, the late Mr. Lionel Herbert Clarke, and 
to pay a tribute to his personal worth and to his valuable public services. For 
years his time and energies were freely devoted to the advancement of use- 
ful public undertakings, and his administration of the office of Lieutenant- 
‘Governor contributed in many ways to the promotion of worthy objects, which 
endeared him to all classes and sections of the community. 


Since last Session the Dominion of Canada has extended a hearty wel- 
come to Baron Byng of Vimy as Governor-General, and to Lady Byng. In 
this welcome the Province of Ontario has cordially participated. It is a 
matter of pride to our people that a citizen who has served the State so well © 
in war, represents the Sovereign in this Dominion in times of peace 
and security. 


The special claims of agriculture, as our basic industry and source of 
prosperity, have not been lost sight of by the Government. Adverse climatic 
conditions and the deflation of the prices of farm products made the past 
vyear a trying one for this important industry. I am glad to know, however, 
‘that the prospect for the coming year is much more satisfactory. My Min- 
isters feel that the future of agriculture requires the development of further 
plans for the marketing of farm products. The organizations for the selling 
of fruit are meeting with success, and other plans along similar lines will 
be developed during the present Session. The rural credit system created 
by the Legislation of last Session gives promise of beneficial results. Good 
service lias been rendered through extended local classes for agricultural 
instruction, and the results justify the application of the principle in a more 
comprehensive way in the future. 


Much consideration has been given to the unemployment question by my 
Ministers, and by an advisory Committee appointed some months ago. As a 
result of these deliberations the Government has undertaken to encourage em- 
ployment by a plan whereby the Province will contribute to the extra cost of 
works initiated by the municipalities for relief purposes, the Dominion and 
local authorities also sharing the expense. In addition, the Province has 
agreed to contribute to the cost of supplying food and materials urgently 
required to relieve distress and privation.- Realizing that a speedy return to 
normal conditions could best be brought about by such voluntary action as 
would lower the cost of living and bring the prices of commodities within the 
reach of the consumers, the Advisory Committee undertook certain appeals 
to the public from which it is believed results are being obtained. The signs 
of reviving business activity, encourage the hope that the necessity for relief 
measures will disappear in the near future. 


The Third Session of the International Labour Conference held under the 
auspices of the League of Nations was attended by the Minister of Labour in 
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an advisory capacity. Certain subjects were discussed and recommendations 
made with a view to the improvement of labour conditions by International 
agreement. ‘These recommendations, which deal mainly with agricultural 
labour, will afford material for future and mature consideration. For the pres- 
ent Session you will be invited to improve and develop legislation along lines 
already undertaken. | 


In December last the first unit of the Queenston-Chippawa Development 
was completed and officially opened, and the plant is now generating power 
for commercial service. An additional unit is being installed which will 
shortly double the present capacity. Preparations for preparing the develop- 
ment are being carried out by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission: The 
success of the undertaking, both financially and otherwise, is a matter of the 
utmost importance to the Province as a whole and to the municipalities con- 
cerned. The extension of transmission lines to the rural districts is being 
undertaken. 


The commission appointed to enquire into and report upon the proposed 
system of radial railways completed its labours some time ago and its findings 
will be duly laid before you. In view of the report, and of the changed con- 
ditions, my ministers have found it advisable to avoid further commitments 
for radial railways until this House shall have had an opportunity to decide as 
to the policy to be pursued in the future. Legislation dealing with this sub- 
ject will be submitted to you for your consideration. 


A contract has been entered into by the Temiskaming and Northern On- 
tario Railway Commission for the construction of the first section of the pro- 
posed extension of the railway to James Bay, as authorized by you two years 
ago. It is expected that the undertaking will, encourage industrial develop- 
ment, facilitate settlement, and contribute to the general prosperity. 


Substantial progress is being made in educational matters throughout the 
Province. School Boards have taken steps to provide for the increased number 
of pupils resulting from the law requiring attendance up to the age of sixteen 
years, and the work of erecting new buildings and enlarging others has gone 
forward with commendable vigour. The payment of larger salaries to teachers 
has enabled very nearly all the schools to secure properly qualified instructors. 
The Committee of this House appointed last Session to study educational mat- 
ters visited various parts of the Province during the Recess, in company with 
the Minister of Education, and rendered worthy service. 


~~ 


The improvement of the highways of the Province has been carried on en- 
ergctically during the past year. Substantial progress has now been made with 
the necessary preparatory work, and the foundations for the Provincial system 
of roads are being established on a permanent basis. The advisory assistance 
given to townships by the Highways Department, and the Provincial grants 
now made, are building up the minor arteries of the Province and are ¢o-ordin- 
ating the whole undertaking in a practical way. The adaptation of these oper- 
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ations to the actual needs of the people, and the application of a more complete 
system of maintenance, are ideals to be kept constantly in view. 


A comprehensive survey of our forest resources has been undertaken by 
modern methods, and will probably ‘be completed in two or three years. The 
information obtained will afford reliable data for future operations. In the 
meantime, steps are being taken by means of reforestation and protective 
measures to prevent the eventual depletion of our timber supply. Large areas 
are being set aside for this purpose under technically trained officers, and a 
planting programme is being developed which will ensure sufficient growth to 
continuously replace the annual cut of pine in this Province. 


Legislation has been prepared for the purpose of affording a necessary 
measure of protection, to the investing public. Several Bills have been drafted 
by the Legislative Committee on Insurance. Among other measures in con- 
templation are Bills concerning the Mechanics’ Lien Law, the Police Magis- 
trates Act, the Voters Lists Act, the Probation Act, the Mining Tax Act, the 
Mining Act and the Fish and Game Laws; the operation of motor busses on 
Provincial Highways, the registration of nurses and the Municipal Franchise. 


The finances of the Province have been administered with a view to main- 
taining the balance ‘between receipts and expenditures, and the outlook in this 
respect is satisfactory. At an early date the Public Accounts will be laid 
before you, along with estimates for the current. and ensuing fiseal years., 


IT commend to your earnest consideration the various measures which will 
come before you and I trust that under the guidance of Providence your delib- 
erations will promote the welfare of this Province and of all its people. 


His Honour the Lieuten'ant-Governor was then pleased to retire. 


Mr. Speaker then reported, That, to prevent mistakes, he had obtained 
a copy of His Honour’s Speech, which he read. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, a Bill was introduced 
intituled “An Act respecting the Administration of Oaths of Office to persons 
appointed as Justices of the Peace,’ and the same was read the first time. 





On motion of Mr Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor, to 
this House, be taken into consideration To-morrow. 
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On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Resolved, That Select Standing Committees of this House, for the 
present Session, be appointed for the following purposes:—1. On Privileges 
and Elections; 2. On Railways; 3.-On Miscellaneous Private Bills; 4. On 
Standing Orders; 5. On Public Accounts; 6. On Printing; 7. On Municipal 
Law; 8. On Legal Bills; 9. On Agriculture and Colonization; 10. On Fish 
and Game; 11. On Labour; which said Committes shall severally be em- 
powered to examine and enquire into all such matters and things as shall 
be referred to them by the House, and to report from time to time their 
observations and opinions thereon, with power to send for persons, papers 
and records. 


The House then adjourned at 3.30 p.m. 
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Wednesday, February 15th, 1922. 
38 O’Crock P.M. 


PRAYERS. 


David Munro Ross, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of North 
Oxford, having taken the Oaths and Subscribed the Roll, took his seat. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 
Table:— 

By Mr. Tolmie, the Petition of the Essex Border Utilities Commission ; 
also, the Petition of the Town Council of Walkerville; also, the Petition 
of the Town Council of Tecumseh; also, the Petition of the City Council 
of Windsor. 


By Mr. Heenan, The Petition of the Mount McKay and Kakabeka 
Falls Railway Company; also, the Petition of the City Council of Fort 
William. 

By Mr. Hogarth, The Petition of the City Council of Port Arthur; 
also, the Petition of the Municipality of Shuniah. 


By Mr. McCrea, The Petition of the London City Gas Company; also, 
the Petition of the Town Council of Sudbury. 


By Mr. Homuth, The Petition of the Town Council of Preston. 
By Mr“Gray,; The Petition of the Town Council of Gananoque. 
By Mr. Taylor, The Petition of the County Council of Grey. 


By Mr. Asmussen, The Petition of the Waterloo County Loan and 
Trust Company. . 


Mf By Mr. Cunningham, The Petition of the City Council of Sault Ste. 
arie. 
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By Mr. Walker, The Petition of the City Council of Brantford. 
By Mr. Thompson, The Petition of the City Council of Toronto. 
By Myr. Carty, The Petition of the Town Council of Renfrew. 
By Mr. Allan, The Petition of the Town Council of Collingwood. 


By Mr. Crockett, The Petition of Thomas H. Simpson and others of 
Hamilton; also, the Petition of the Village Council of Waterdown. 


By Mr. Swayze, The Petition of the City Council of Niagara Falls. 

By Mr. Hill, The Petition of Pierre Edouard Blondin, of Ottawa; 
also, the Petition of the City Council of Ottawa. 

By Mr. Godfrey, The Petition of the Town Council of Mimico. 

By Mr. Stevenson, The Petition of Huron College, London. 


By Mr. Brackin, The Petition of the London Street Railway Company ; 
also, the Petition of the Village Council of Erie Beach; also, the Petition 
of W. D. Colby and others of Chatham. 


By Mr. MacVicar, The Petition of the City Council] of St. Thomas. 


By Mr. Curry, The Petition of the Town Council of Oakville; also, the 
Petition of William J. Buchannan and others; also, the Petition of John 
A. Brumwell and others; also, the Petition of Wilbur C. Snider and others ; 
also, the Petition of Joseph Fisher and others: also, the Petition of James 
Muirhead and others; also, the Petition of J. Darlington and others, all of 
the Township of York. 


The Order of the Day for the Consideration of the Speech of His Honour 
the Lieutenant-Governor at the opening of the Session having been read, 


Mr. Swayze moved, seconded by Mr. Warren, 


That an humble Address be presented to His Honour the Lieutenant- 
Governor, as follows ;— 


To His Honour, Henry Cockshutt, Lieutenant-Governor of our Province 
of Ontario. 


We, His Majesty’s, most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legislative 
Assembly of the Province of Ontario, now assembled, beg leave to thank Your 
Honour for the gracious speech Your Honour has addressed to us. 


And a Debate having ensued, it was on the Motion of Mr. Hay, 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 





The House then adjourned at 4.40 p.m. 
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Thursday, February 16th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Cxrocx, P.M. 


The following a ean were as brought up and laid upon the 
Table -— 


By Mr. Tolmie, The Petition of the Corporation of the Town of River- 
side; also, the Petition of the City Council of Windsor. | 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Smith, it was 


Resolved, That a special Committee of Fourteen Members be appointed 
to prepare and report, with all convenient speed, a list of Members to — 
the Select Standing Committees ordered by this House as follows :-— 


Messieurs Raney. Doherty, Grant, Biggs, Smith, Hicks, Rollo, Swayze, 
Marshall, Lang. Brackin, Thompson, Henry and McCrea. 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Smith, it was 

Resolved, That a select Committee of Eleven Members be appointed to 
act with Mr. Speaker in the control and management of the Library to be 
eomposed as follows: 

Messieurs Drury, Grant, Doherty, Mills, Bowman, Watson, Hall, Tolmie, 
Buckland and Kennedy. 





On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered. That beginning on Monday the twenty-seventh, instant, and 
en each succeeding Monday for the remainder of the Session, Government 
Business shall be placed upon the Order Paper. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor, at 
the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 

The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 
_ Mr. Ferguson. 


Ordered. That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 
. 


| The House then adjourned at 5.45 p.m. 


~ 
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Friday, February 17th, 1922. 





PRAYERS, 3.00 O’CLocx, P.M. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 


able-— 


By Mr. Halerow, The Petition of the Central Hamilton Branch of the 
Great War Veterans’ Association. 


By Mr. Hill, The Petition of the County Council of Carlton; also, the 
Petition of the Township Council of N epean. 





The following Petitions were read and received :— 


Of Pierre Edward Blondin of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pass 
to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him to practise as a 
Barrister and Solicitor. 


Of the City Council of Brantford, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of the Town Council of Collingwood, praying that an Act may pass 


to validate a payment by Corporation; a certain agreement and for other 
purposes. 


Of the Village Council] of Erie Beach, praying that an Act may pass 
to amend the Act Incorporating the Village. 


Of the Essex Border Utilities Commission, praying that an Act may 
pass to relieve the Town of Tecumseh from certain obligations under the 
Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act. 


Of the City Council of Fort William, praying that an Act may pass to 
validate By-law No. 2102 with Tax Sales, Deeds and Assessment Rolls, 


Of the Town Council of Gananoque, praying that an Act may pass au- 


thorizing the withdrawal of the Town from the’ United Counties of Leeds 
and Grenville. 


Of the County Council of Gre 


Y, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm a certain By-law. 


~ 


Of the Huron College of London, 


praying that an Act miay pass to 
amend their Act of Incorporation. 
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Of the London City Gas Company, praying that an Act may pass to 
amend 6 Edward VII. Cap. 129, by repealing Section 7, of the Act respect- 
ing the charge for gas and for other purposes. 


Of the London Street Railway, praying that an Act may pass to vary 
the agreement made between the City and the Company so as to enable the 
Company to obtain sufficient revenue to keep the road in a safe condition. 


Of the Town Council of Mimico, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm By-law No. 366 of the Corporation. 


Of the Mount McKay and Kakabeka Railway Company, praying that 
an Act may pass to extend the time during which the railway may be operated 
_ by steam. 


Of the City Council of Niagara Falls, praying that an Act may pass to 
authorize and carry into effect certain changes in the Civic Government of 
City by limiting the Council to seven Members and a Mayor. 


Of William J. Buchanan and others; also, of John A. Brumwell and 
others; also, of Wilbur C. Snider and others; also, of Joseph Fisher and 
others; also, of James Muirhead and others; also, of J. Darlington and 
others, all of York, severally praying that an Act may pass to incorporate 
a part of the Township of York as the Township of North York. 


Of the Town Council of Oakville, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain By-law. 


Of the City Council of Sault Ste. Marie, praying that an Act may pass 
to ratify and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of W. DL. Colby and others of Chatham, praying that an Act may pass 
to incorporate the Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire Insurance Company. 


Of the City Council of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pass authoriz- 
ing the Corporation to raise certain moneys for Public Works; to grant a 
fixed Assessment and for other purposes. 


Of Thomas H. Simpson and others of Hamilton, praying that an Act 
may pass to incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Company. 


Of the City Council of Port Arthur, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of the Town Council of Preston, praying that an Act may pass to repeal 
Section 3, of By-law No. 482 and all provisions relating thereto and to 
ratify certain By-laws. 


Of the Town Council of Renfrew, praying that an Act may pass declaring 
that the Victoria Hospital may be carmed on as a General Hospital. 
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Of the City Council of St. Thomas, praying that an Act may pass to 
detach certain territory from the Township of Yarmouth and annex it to 
the City. 


Of the Municipality of Shuniah, praying that an Act may pass to 
legalize and confirm certain tax sales and the deeds issued thereunder. 


Of the Town Council of Sudbury, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of the Town Council of Tecumseh, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain agreement with the Eauclair Water Works and 
for other purposes. 


Of the City Council of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass authorizing — 
the creation of a Fund to be known as the City of Toronto Insurance Fund 
and to ratify and confirm By-law No. 8968, 7 


Of the Town Council of Walkerville, praying that an Act may pass 
to validate the grant to the Corporation of certain lands and premises known 
as “Willistead” and for other purposes. 


Of the Waterloo County Loan and Trust Company, praying that an 
Act may pass authorizing the Company to carry on the business of a Trust 
Company and for change of name. | 


Of the Village Council of Waterdown, praying that an Act may pass 
to ratify and confirm a certain By-law. 


Of the City Council of Windsor, praying for certain amendments to 
the Municipal Act. | 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the’ first time:— 


Bill (No. 50), intituled “An Act respecting filing of Claims against 
certain Companies to their properties.” Mr. Raney. . 


4 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


Bill (No. 51), intituled “An Act respecting The Sandwich, Windsor 
and Amherstburg Railway.” Mr. Raney. — 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 
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Bill (No. 52), intituled “An Act to amend The Surrogate Courts Act.” 
Mr. Raney. . 


Ordered, 'That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


Bill (No. 53), intituled “An Act to amend The Agricultural Develop- 
ment Act.”? Mr. Doherty. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


Bill (No. 54), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Farm Loans 
Act.” Mr. Doherty. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


Bill (No. 55), intituled “An Act to consolidate The Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Nixon. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


Bill (No. 56), intituled “An Act to amend The Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Brown. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Tuesday next. 


a 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, it was 
Ordered, That when this House adjourns To-day, it do stand adjourned 


until Tuesday next, the twenty-first day of February, instant, at Three of 
the Clock in the afternoon. | 


The House then adjourned at 4 p.m.. 
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Tuesday, February 21st, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House, That the Clerk had received from 
the Clerk of the Crown-in-Chancery the following Certificate: . 
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PROVINCE OF ONTARIO. 


THis 1s TO Crertiry that in virtue of a Writ of Election, dated the 
twenty-seventh day of December, 1921, issued by His Honour the Lieutenant- 
Governor, and addressed to Henry Duncan Wightman, Esquire, Returning 
Officer for the Electoral] District of Kingsten, for the election of a Member 
to represent the said Electoral District of Kingston im the Legislative 
Assembly of this Province in the room of the Honourable Arthur Edward 
Ross, who had resigned, William Folger Nickle, Esquire, has been returned 
as duly elected, as appears by the Return to the said Writ of Election, dated 
the sixteenth day of February, 1922, which is now lodged of record in my 
office. 


C. F. Buuwer, 


Clerk of the Crown-in-Chancery. 
Toronto, February 17th, 1922. 


William Folger Nickle, Esquire, the Member for the Electoral Dis- 
trict of Kingston, having taken the Oaths and subscribed the Roll, took his 
seat. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 
table :-— _— 

By Mr. Stevenson, The Petition of the City Council of London. 

By Mr. Tolmie, The Petition of the City Council of Windsor. 

By Mr. Greenlaw, The Petition of the Town Council of Merritton. 

By Mr. Curry, The Petition of James Hyslop and others: also. the 
Petition of Frank Summers and others, all of York. ; 

By Mr. Casselman, The Petition of the Village Council of Troqueis. 
By Mr. McArthur, Two Petitions of the County Council of Wellington. 


The following Petitions were read and received :— 


Of the County Council of Carleton, praying that an Act may pass au 
thorizing the Corporation to provide by By-law for the borrowing upon de 
bentures certain moneys to cover loss by discount from sale of debentures. 


Of the Central Hamilton Branch of the Great War Veterams Associati 
praying that an Act may pass to authorize the Trustees of the Clubhonse 
to sell the premises and invest the proceeds. 
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_ Of the Township Council of Nepean, praying that an Act may pass to 
relieve the ratepayers under the Local Improvement Act and to Validate a 
certain Agreement. 


Of the Corporation of the Town of Riverside, praying that an Act may 
pass creating the Town of Riverside a separate town within the meaning of 
the Municipal Act. 


Of the City Council of Windsor praying certain amendments to the 
Municipal Act. | 


Mx. Gray, from the Select Committee appointed during the Session of 
1921 to consider certain Bills relating to Architects and Professional En- 
gineers, presented their Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


The Committee have considered the Bills to them referred and beg to 
report “Bill (No. 208) respecting Professional Engineers’ with certain 
amendments which is Bill (No, 67), of the current Session, and Bill (No. 227), 
will be reported later. 


Mr. Raney, from the Special Committee appointed during the Session 
of 1921 to consider a proposed revision and consolidation of Ontario Insur- 
ance law, presented their Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Lo the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario. 


On the 28th of April, 1921, on Motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. 
Drury it was 


ORDERED, “ That the following members compose a Select Committee 
to consider the report and recommendations of the Ontario Insurance Com- 
mission (the Hon. Mr. Justice Masten), a proposed revision and consolida- 
tion of Ontario insurance law to be submitted by the Department of Insur- 
ance, any other suggested amendments, and generally to consider and recom- 
mend to the House what, if any, amendments should be made to the law 
relating to insurance, and that the Committee be empowered to sit during the 
recess and report to the House at the next session thereof :—Messieurs Drury, 
Raney, Smith, Curry, Rollo, Sinclair, Hay, Ferguson, Henry, Pinard, 
Tolmie, Ross (Kingston) and Watson.” 


In pursuance of the above instructions your Committee beg leave to 
report that twenty-one sessions were held on fifteen different days during 
the months of December, 1921, January and February, 1922. All of these 
sessions of the Committee with the exception of three were open to the pub- 
lic and notices of each meeting were sent out by the secretary to all Insurance 
Companies, associated interests, and other persons who asked to be notified. 
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The Department of Insurance had prepared for the consideration v1 
the Committee a general revision and consolidation of The Ontario Insurance 
Act and amendments thereto. It was felt, however, that it would be impos- 
sible to consider the whole revision before the opening of the present session 
and on suggestion of the Superintendent of Insurance, the Committee con- 
centrated its attention on the parts of the revision which are the subject- 
matter of the bills hereinafter referred to. 


Information received by the Committee tended to show that the premium 
rates being charged by the associated fire Insurance Companies for the insur- 
ance of private dwellings and their contents in the protected cities and towns 
of Ontario were higher than necessary. This information was that for a 
considerable term of years the actual loss experienced by the fire Insurance 
Companies on private dwellings and contents in Ontario was approximately 
thirty per cent. of the premiums collected from insured persons; also that 
comparison of the rates charged in Ontario cities and towns with the rates 
charged for similar risks by the same companies in the cities and towns of 
New York State and elsewhere, showed the Ontario rates much higher. 
Comparing the rates charged in the City of Toronto with the rates charged 
in the cities of Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse, Cleveland and Detroit it was 
found that the Toronto rates were in the approximate proportion of fifty to 
thirty or thirty-five. The reply of the Canadian Fire Underwriters’ Associa- 
tion to these representations did not, in the opinion of the Committee, satis-. 
factorily explain the discrepancies referred to or the high charges made in 
Ontario. A suggestion was made that the fire losses in Ontario were sub- 
stantially higher than in the other places quoted. by way of comparison but 
no evidence was adduced. The Committee consider that the greater rates 
charged in Ontario cities and towns could only be justified by some one or 
other, or all, of the following causes: 


First: Lack of adequate fire protection. 
Second: Inferior class of building and fire resisting construction. 


Third: greater carelessness. 
Fourth: greater incendiarism. 


There was no evidence that any one or other of these causes existed. Figures 
showing a greater per capita fire loss in Canada than in the United States 
were submitted, but owing to the fact that no evidence was submitted as to 
the comparative amounts of insured property per capita in Canada and in 
the United States, it did not appear that these figures had any relation to the 
question of rates or cost of insurance. The Committee are of the opinion 
that, the replies submitted by the Canadian Fire Underwriters’ Association 
are not satisfactory; that the Underwriters should further consider the matter 
of insurance rates for private dwellings and contents in protected cities and 
towns of Onitario, to the end that some further reduction be made; that in 
the meantime, no recommendation should be made of any legislation toneh- 
ing this particular matter. 
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The Committee has, however, recommended certain provisions of a general 
character bearing on the general subject of fire insurance costs in Ontario 
in the Bills submitted herewith, namely : First, a requirement that the com- 
panies should keep regular and systematic records of premiums and losses 
according ‘to a classification appproved by the Department of Insurance and 
make those records available for examination; Second, provision for enquiry 
by the Superintendent of Insurance into matters of public interest affecting 
fire insurance rates and costs; and, Third, provision for the encouragement of 
competition for insurance by providing for the organization and licensing of 
reciprocal insurance exchanges. These and other provisions will be found in 
the Bills-submitted herewith. 


The Committee, during the whole discussion on insurance and after hear- 
ing the Canadian Fire Underwriters’ Association, were impressed with the 
great importance of reducing fire waste by adequate means for fire prevention. 
The Commissioner stated in this report that “if the fire loss could be eut in 
half there would be an immediate saving to the people of Ontario of from 
four to six millions of dollars per annum.” The Committee believe that aside 
-from all other considerations the burden of fire insurance premiums can be 
materially reduced by the adoption of fire prevention methods calculated to 
reduce the fire loss within the Province. 


Your Committee has unanimously decided to embody its recommendations 
in six Bills which will be duly brought before the House and which are en- 
titled as follows : 


BILL: An Act respecting Automobile Insurance: 


Note: This Act prescribes statutory conditions for outomobile policies 
upon a plan similar to that already provided for fire insurance 
policies. In the drafting, the Committee hadi the assistance of the 
associated Superintendents of Insurance for all the provinces, The 
Ontario Motor League, The Toronto Board of Trade and associated 
Insurance Companies. The form submitted herewith is that agreed 
upon with the Committee by representatives of all these interests. 
Steps are being taken to secure the adoption of these conditions 
in identical form by the other provinces. 


BILL: An Act respecting Accident and Sickness Insurance: 

Note: The statutory conditions of this Act have also been agreed upon 
by the associated Superintendents of Insurance and by the associa- 
ted Insurance Companies. 

BILL: An Act respecting Reciprocal or Inter-Insurance': 
Note: This Act is recommended and provides for the organization and 


licensing of a form of mutual insurance known as Reciprocal or 
Inter-Insurance. Its provisions are substantially the same as those 
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of Bill 137 of last session, consideration of which was deferred | 
pending a reference to this Committee. 


BILL: An Act respecting Insurance Agents, Brokers and Adjusters: 
Note: This Act is the result of the investigation by the Committee of 

the operation of the existing insurance agents’ licensing system. 

The recommendations of the Committee have been approved by 
representatives of the associated insurance agents and associated 
Insurance Companies and are in agreement with the recommenda- 


tions of the Honourable Mr. Justice Masten, Insurance Com- 
missioner. 


BILL: An Act respecting Insurance Rating Bureaus: 


Note: This Act incorporates the recommendations of the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Masten, Insurance Commissioner. 


BILL: An Act to Amend The Ontario Insurance Act: 


Note: This Bill contains some general amendments to the existing 
Ontario Insurance Act relating to the following subjects: 


Old age insurance by fraternal societies. 

Genera] penalties. 

Underwriters’ agencies. 

Valuation of life insurance contracts. 

Records of fire insurance premiums and losses, 

Holding of real estate by insurance companies, 

Fire insurance policies as collateral security to mortgages, 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
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On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, it was 


Resolved, That a select Committee be appointed. to direct the expendi- 
ture of any sum set apart by the Estimates for Art purposes, to be composed 


as follows :— 
Messieurs Drury, Smith, Nixon, Rollo, Grant, Dewart, Hay, Nickle, 


and Lewis. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 57), intituled “An Act to amend The Municipal Act.” Mr. 


Homuth. 


Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 58), intituled “An Act to amend The Railway Employees 
Voting Act, 1918.” Mr. Stevenson. 
Oredered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 59), intituled ““An Act to repeal The Privy Council Act.”’ Mr. 


Raney. 
Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


~ 


Bill (No. 60), intituled ““An Act to confirm and carry out a certain 
agreement entered into on behalf of the Attorney-General of Ontario and 
The Shevlin-Clarke Lumber Company, Limited.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 61), intituled “An Act respecting Automobile Insurance.” 


Mr. Raney. 
Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 62), intituled “An Act respecting Accident and Sickness 


Insurance.” Mr. Raney. 
Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill, (No. 63), intituled “An Act respecting Reciprocal or Inter-In- 


surance.” Mr. Raney. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 
Bill (No. 64), intituled “An Act respecting Insurance Agents, Brokers 


and Adjusters.” Mr. Raney. 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 65), intituled “An Act respecting Insurance Rating Bureaus.” 
Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 66), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Insurance Act.’ 
Mr. Raney. ; 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor, at 
the opening of the Sessions, having ‘been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 
Mr. Halcrow. 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Tomorrow. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House, That the Clerk had laid upon the 
Table :— 


A Return from the Records of the By-Elections to the Legislative Assem- 
bly held on the 19th day of December, 1921, and the 6th day of February, 
1922, showing :— 


(1) The number of Votes Polled for each Candidate in each Electoral 
District in which there was a contest; (2) The majority whereby each: succes- 
ful Candidate was returned; (3) The total number of Votes Polled; (4) The 
number of Votes remaining unpolled; (5) The number of names on the 
Polling Lists; (6) The number of Ballot Papers sent out to each Polling 
Place; ((7) The Used Ballot Papers; (8) The Unused Ballot Papers; 
(9) The Rejected Ballot Papers; (10) The Cancelled Ballot Papers; 
(11) The Declined Ballot Papers; (12) The Ballot Papers taken from 
Polling Places; (18) A General Summary of Votes cast in each Electoral 
District. (Sessional Papers No. 51.) 


The House then adjourned at 6 p.m. 
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a 
Wednesday, February 22nd, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3 O’CrLocK P.M. 


The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the Table:— set 


By Mr. Thompson, the Petition of the Hospital for Sick Children, 
Toronto. 


Mr. Smith from the Special Committee appointed to prepare and report 
with all convenient speed a list of Members to compose the Select Standing 
Committees ordered by this House, presented the following Lists as their 
Report :— 


COMMITTEE oN STANDING ORDERS. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Black, Bowman, Bragg, Buckland, 
Carty, Carmichael, Casselman, Cooke, Cooper (Toronto), Cridland, Crockett, 
Cunningham, Denyes, Doherty, Ecclestone, Evans, Evanturel, Fenton, Fowler, 
Govenlock, Grant, Gray, Greenlaw, Hill, Homuth, Johnson (Lanark), Joynt, 
Kennedy, Leeson, McAlpine, McCrea, McLeod, McNamara, MacVicar, 
Mageau, Marshall, Mewhinney, Murdock, Nickle, Raney, Sandy, Staples, 
Stevenson, Stringer, Swayze, Tooms, Widdifield—As. 





The Quorum of said Committee to consist of seven members. 
CoMMITTEE ON PrivatE BILus. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Allan, Asmussen, Biggs, Black. 
Bowman, Brackin, Bragg, Brown, Buckland, Cameron, Carmichael, Cassel- 
man, Clarke, Cooke, Cooper (Welland), Crawford, Crockett, Cunningham 
Curry, Denyes, Dewart, Doherty, Ecclestone, Hvanturel, Ferguson, Fox, 
' Freeborn, Godfrey, Grant, Greenlaw, Halcrow, Hall, Hay, Heenan, Henry, 
Hicks, Hill, Hogarth, Homuth, Johnston (Simcoe), Johnson (Lanark), Lang, 
Leeson, Lennox, Lethbridge, Lewis, McArthur, McCrae, McLeod, McNamara, 
MacBride, MacVicar, Mageau, Marshall, Mathieu, Mills, Montgomery, Nickle, 
Nixon, Oke, Pinard, Price, Ramsden, Raney, Rankin, Rollo, Ross (Glengary), 
Ross (Oxford), Sewell, Sinclair, Smith, Staples, Stevenson, Stover, Stringer, 
— Swayze, Taylor, Thompson, Tisdelle, Tolmie, Walker, Warren, Watson, 

W ebster—S85. 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of nine members. 
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CommMirtEE on Monticrpat Law. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Allan, Asmussen, Baggs, Black 
Bowman, Bragg, Buckland, Carmichael, Carty, Cooke, Cooper (Welland), 
Crawford, Cridland, Crockett, Cunningham, Curry, Denyes, Dewart, Doherty, 
Ecclestone, Evans, Evanturel, Fenton, Fowler, Fox, Godfrey, Govenlock Grant, 
Greenlaw, Halcrow, Hall, Heenan, Henry, Hicks, Hill, Homuth, Ireland, 
Johnston (Siumcoe), Johnson (Lanark), Kennedy, Lang, Lewis, Bg. 
McAlpine, McArthur, McCreary, McDonald, M cLeod, MacBride. MacVicar, 
Mageau, Marceau, Marshall, Mewhinney, Mills, M ontgomery, Murdock, 
Nixon, Oke, Pinard, Price, Ramsden, Raney, Rankin, Rennie, Rollo, Ross, 
(Glengarry), Ross (Oxford), Sandy, Slack, Smith, Staples, Stevenson, 
Stringer, Swayze, Taylor, Thompson, Tolmie, Watson, Webster—81. 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of nine Members. ~- 


COMMITTEE ON RAILWAYS. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Allan, Asmussen, Biggs, Bowman, 
Bragg, Brown, Cameron, Carty, Casselman, Olarke, Cooper (Toronto), 
Crawford, Cridland, Orockett, Cunningham, Denyes, Dewart, Evans, 
Evanturel, Fenton, Fox, Godfrey, Gray, Halcrow, Hall, Heenan, Hicks, 
Hogath, Homuth, Ireland, Joynt, K ennedy, Lang, Leeson, Lennox, McArthur, 
McCrae, McCreary, McDonald, McLeod, M cNamara, MacVicar, Mageau, 
Magladery, Marshall, Mathieu, Mills, M ontgomery, Murdock, Nickle, Pinard, 
Price, Ramsden, Raney, Rollo, Ross (Glengarry), Sandy, Sewell, Slack, 
Stevenson, Stover, Stringer, Swayze, Thompson, Tisdelle, Tolmie, Walker, 
Warren, Watson, Widdifield—11. 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of nine Members. 
Commirrir on AGRICULTURE aNnD COLONIZATION. 


Ionourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Biggs, Black, Bowman, Bragg, 
Buckland, Cameron, Carty, Casselman, Cooper (Welland), Cooke, Cridland, 
Denyes, Doherty, Ecclestone, Kvanturel, Fowler, Freeborn, Govenlock, Gray, 
Hall, Henry Hicks, Homuth, Johnson (Lanark), Joynt, Kennedy, Leth- 
bridge, McAlpine, McArthur, McCreary, McDonald, McLeod, MacVicar, 
Magladery, Marceau, Marshall, Mathieu, M ewhinney, Mills, Murdock, Oke, 
fankin, Rennie, Rollo, Ross (Glengarry), Ross (Oxford), Sandy, Sewell, 
Smuth, Stover, Stringer, S wayze, Tisdelle, Walker, Warren, W iddifield—b57. 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of nine Members. 
Commitrrr on Puspric Accounts. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Biggs, Bowman, Brackin, Buckland, 
Carmichael, Clarke, Oooper (Toronto), Cooper ( Welland), Cunningham, 
Curry, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, Godfrey, Grant, Greenlaw, 
Flalcrow, Hall, Hay, Henry, Hicks, Hill, H ogarth, Homuth, Johnston (Sim- 
coe), Johnson (Lanark), Lennox, McAlpine, M cCrae, McLeod, MacBride, 


hee el 
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MacVicar, Mageau ,Magladery, Marshall, Mills, Murdock, Nixon, Nickle, 
Oke, Pinard, Price, Raney, Rollo, Ross (Oxford), Sewell, Sinclair, Smith, 
Swayze, Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, Warren, W atson, Widdifield—58., 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of seven members. 


COMMITTEE ON Priviteces AND ELECTIONS. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Bowman, Brackin, Clarke, Cridland, 
Cunningham, Curry, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, Fox, Freeborn, Grant, 
Greenlaw, Hay, Heenan, H enry, Hvucks, Hogarth, Johnson (Lanark), 
Joynt, Lennox, Lethbridge, Lewis, McCrae, McLeod, MacBride, Magladery, 
Mathieu, Nickle, Oke, Raney, Sewell, Sinclair, Slack, Swayze, Taylor, 
Tomlie, Tooms, Webster, Widdifield—41 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of nine Members. 


CoMMITTEE oN Fisu anp Game. 


Messieurs Allan, Asmussen, Biggs, Black, Bowman, Cameron, Clarke, 
Cooper (Toronto), Cooper (Welland), Cridland, Cunningham, Denyes, 
Ecclestone, Fowler, Fou, Gray, Greenlaw,’ Hall, Heenan, Hicks, Ireland, 
Johnston (Simcoe), Kennedy, Lang, Lethbridge, McAlpine, Mageau, Marceau, 
Magladery, McCreary, Mills, Montgomery, Oke, Pinard, Rankin, Ross (Glen- 
garry), Slack, Stevenson, Stover, Stringer, Swayze, Taylor, Tooms, Watson, 
Webster, Widdifield—A46. 


The Quorum of said Committee to consist of seven Members. 
ComMMITTEE-on Lreat Brits. 
Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Allan, Biggs, Brackin, Carnuchae!, 


Curry, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, Grant, Hill, McCrea, Mills, Nickle, 
Nixon, Price, Raney, Rollo, Sinclair, Smith—20. 





The Quorum of said Committee to consist of five Members. 


CoMMITTEE ON LABOUR. 


Honourable Mr. Drury, Messieurs Allan, Biggs, Cameron, Casselman, 
Cooper (Toronto), Cooper (Welland), Crockett, Dewart, Halcrow, Heenan, 
Hill, Homuth, Ireland, MacBride, MacVicar, McNamara, Magkhadery, 
Marceau, Rollo, Sinclair, Smith, Swayze,W ebster—24. 





The Quorum of said Committee to consist of eleven Members. 
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CoMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 





Messieurs Biggs, Brown, Crawford, Crockett, Dewart, Gray, Hull, 
Mathieu, Nixon, Raney, Renme, Smith, Stover, Swayze, Taylor—15. 





The Quorum of said Committee to consist of five Members. 


Resolved, That this House doth concur in the foregoing Report. 


~ 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the present official status of one John A. Ayearst in the 
employment of the Government. 2. Has there been any change in ‘his status or 
work or employment, and if so, what, and when did the same take place. 
3. Is the said Ayearst dealing with criminal cases as well as B.O.T.A. cases 
as united branches of the criminal law service, under the policy enunciated 
by the Attorney-General of joint administration ‘by officials, under one control, 
of ‘both branches of the service. 4. To whom is the said Ayearst responsible 
and under whose control as his immediate official head. 5. Has the joint 
administration of both said branches of the service been in part or in whole 
abandoned, suspended or superseded either by regulation, instruction or action 
in any specific case or cases, if so, in what case or cases. 6. If the answer 
is that there was no such enunciated policy of uniting the two branches of 
the service referred to, is Mr. Ayearst only responsible to the License Board 
as his immediate superiors, and not to the officers of Criminal investigations. 
7. What are the names of the special officers acting under Mr. Ayearst in the 
pay of the Government. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. Chief Inspector, O.T.A. Branch, Investigation Department (Provin- 
cial Police). 2. Yes. Mr. Ayearst was Chief Provincial Inspector appointed 
under The Ontario Temperance Act and about January 19th, 1922, was trans- 
ferred to Provincial Police Department, as stated in answer 1. 3. No. 
4. Commissioner of Provincial Police. 5. No. 6. No answer required. 
7. It is not in the public interest to give this information. 


Mr. Ferguson asked the following Question :— 


1. What payments have been made to the Honourable Justice Riddell 
and Honourable Justice Latchford for their services as commissioners on the 
Crown Timber Commission. 


| = 
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To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied as follows:— 


Honourable Justice Riddell ...................... $2,000.00 
Honourable Justice Latchford ...............00.0..00. $2,000.00 


Mr. Thompson asked the followin Question :— 


1. How many new appointments have been made to the Provincial Police _ 
Force since January Ist, 1920. 


And the Attorney-General replied that :— 


Thirty-six new. members have been appointed, some of these being to 
fill vacancies. 


Mr. Lennox asked the following Question :-— 


1. What was the total cost of enforeing the Ontario Temperance Act 
for the years, 1918, 1919, 1920 and 1921. 


And the Attorney General replied in the figures following :— 


1918, $210,S2A58. 1919, $235,454.03. 1920, $316,055.70. 1921, 
$482,084.28, 


STATEMENT OF REVENUE. 


Under Ontario Temperance Act. 


The portion of which was ‘derived 
from sale of confiseated liquor to 


- 


Total Revenue. Dispensaries. 
ip 1h RENCE) eee $213,709.44 $12,532.49 
POR ih roe ee Se 316,087.36 72,737.43 
ee el ee 785,788.99 111,963.74 
a 663,886.76 118,277.32 


Contiseated liquor on 

hand January, 1922 200,037.33 | ; 
Total Revenue, ) 
St bike eangeetle $863,923.09 
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Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


1. Is one Samuel Smith now in the employ of the Government or of 
the License Commissioners. 2. Is the intention of the Government to dis- 
pense with his services. If so, has notice ‘been given him and when will that 
notice expire. 3. What is his official rank and title and the scope of his 
duties. 4. How long has the said Smith been in the employ of the Govern- 
ment and in what different capacities. 5. Did he take part in general crim- 
inal investigations as well as liquor cases. 6. If Smith has been notified 
that his services will be dispensed with, is this because of, (a) incompe- 
tency or, (b) for some other reason. 7. Did the reason involve Smith’s fail- 
ure to account for moneys, and if so, what moneys and to what extent and 
amount. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. No. He resigned of his own motion on February 2, 1922. 2. 
Answered by 1. 8. Previous to resignation he was, from November 8, 1920 
to July 18, 1921, Special Officer. July 18, 1921 he was made Provincial 
Officer. 4. Fifteen months, as stated in answer 8. 5. No. 6. No answer 
required. 7. No ianswer required. 


‘Mr. Dewart asked the following Questions :— 


1. Is one James Jeffry now in the employ of the Government or of the 
License Commissioners. 2. Is the intention of the Government to dispense 
with his services. If so, has notice been given him and when will that 
notice ‘expire. 38. What is his official rank and title and the scope of his 
duties. 4. How long has the said Jeffry been in the employ of the Govern- 
ment and im what different capacities. 5. Did he take part in general 
criminal investigations as well ias liquor cases. 6. If Jeffry has been notified 
that his services will be dispensed with, is this because of, (a) incompetency 
or, (b) for some other reason. 7. Did the reason involve Jeffry’s failure 
to account for moneys, and if so, what moneys and to what extent and 
amount. 8. Was a chauffer, who was employed by J effry either personally 
or on Government work (a) apprehended with a quantity of liquor, (b) if 
so, what quantity, (c) was he fined, and if so, what was the amount of the 
fine, the name of the chauffeur, the name of the magistrate before whom the 
case came and the date of his conviction or acquittal as the case may be. 





‘ 
Georce V. 23RD FEBRUARY 27 


To which the Attorney-General replied :— 


4. Yes. 2. No. 3. Inspector Investigation Department, Provincial 
Police. 4. Appointed Provincial Officer (temporary) February 8, 1921; 
made permanent July 18, 1921; appointed Inspector of Investigation Depart- 
ment November 24, 1921. 5. Yes. 6. No answer required. 7. No answer 
required. 8. No, so far as the Government is aware. ; 





The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor at 
the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 


My. Henry, 
Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Tomorrow. 


The Provincial Seeretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Copies of Regulations and Orders-in-Council made under the authority 


of the Department of Education or of the Acts relating to Public Schools, 
Separate Schools or High Schools. (Sessional Papers, No. 56.) 


The House then adjourned at 5.30 p.m. 


Thursday, February 23rd, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CLocK, P.M. 


The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the table :— 


By Mr. Thompson, The Petition of the City Council of Toronto. 


The following Petitions were read and received :— 


Of the Village Council of Iroquois, praying that an Act may pass to 
anthorize the borrowing of certain moneys and to validate the Assessment of 
1921, 
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Of the City Council of London, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm By-law No. 6541 and for other purposes. 


Of the Town Council of Merritton, praying that an Act may pass to 
amend Act of incorporation. 


Of the City Council of Windsor, praying that an Act may pass to change 
the date of the election of Members of the Council and others. 


Of James Hyslop and others; also, of Frank Summers and others, all 
of York, severally praying that an Act may pass to incorporate a part of the 
Township of York as the Township of. North York. 


Of the County Council of Wellington, praying for certain amendments 
to Lhe Highway Improvement Act respecting County Road Superintendents. 


Of the County Council of Wellington, praying for the establishment of 
a central place for the safeguarding of Prisoners ‘awaiting execution. 


Mr. Carmichael, from The Standing Committee on Standing Orders, pre- 
sented their First Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefuly examined the following Petitions and 
find the Notices as published in each case sufficient: 


Of the Township Council of Nepean, praying that an Act may pass to 
relieve the ratepayers under the Local Improvement Ast and to validate a 
certain agreement. 


Of the Corporation of the Town of Riverside, praying that an Act may 


pass creating the Town of Riverside a separate Town within the meaning 
of the Municipal Act. . 


Of the County Council of Carleton, praying that an Act may pass au- 
thorizing the corporation to provide by By-law for the borrowing upon de- 
bentures certain moneys to cover loss by discount from sale of debentures. 


Of the Waterloo County Loan and Savings Company, praying that an 


Act may pass authorizing the company to carry on the business of a Trust 
Company; and for change of name. 7 


Of the City Council of Fort William, praying that an Act may pass to 
validate By-law No. 2102 with tax sales, deeds and assessment rolls, 


_ Of the Municipality of Shuniah, praying that an Act may pass to legal- 
ize and confirm certain tax sales and the deeds issued thereunder. 
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} Of the Town Council of Gananoque, praying that an Act may pass 
authorizing the withdrawal of the Town from the United Counties of Leeds 
and Grenville. 





Of the Huron College of London, praying that an Act may pass to 
amend their Act of incorporation. 


Of the Essex Border Utilities Commission, praying that an Act may 
pass to relieve the Town of Tecumseh from certain obligations under the 
Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act. 


Of the Town Council of Tecumseh, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain agreement with the Eauclair Water Works Com- 
pany, Limited, and for other purposes. 

Of William J. Buchanan and others of York, praying that an Act may 


pass to incorporate a portion of the Township of York as the Township of 
York North. 


Of the London City Gas Company, praying that an Act may pass to 


- amend 6 Edward VIT, cap. 129 by repealing Section 7 of the Act respecting 
the charge for Gas and for other purposes. 3 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 1), intituled “An Act respecting the Waterloo County Loan 
and Savings Company.” Mr. Asmussen. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


| Bill (No. 2), intituled “An Act respecting the Municipality of Shu- 
niah.” Mr. Hogarth. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 4), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Fort William.” 
Mr. Heenan. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 8), intituled “An Act to enable the Town of Gananoque {o 


withdraw from the jurisdiction of the United Counties of Leeds and Gren- 
mille?’ . Mr. Gray. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 
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Bill (No. 12), intituled “An Act respecting the City Gas Company of 
London.” Mr. McCrea. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 18), fated “An Act to amend the Consolidated Essex 
Border Utilities Act.” Mr. Tolmie. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 22), intituled “An Act to incorporate a part of the Township 
of York as the Township of North York.” Mr. Curry. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 80) intituled “‘An Act to amend the Constitution of Huron 
College.” Mr. Stevenson. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


bill (No. 68), intituled “An Act. to amend the Line Fences Act.” | 


Mr. Marceau. 
Ordered, That the bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 69), intituled “An ee respecting General Sessions of the 
Peace.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 70), intituled “An Act to provide for the appointment of 
Probation Officers.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion for consideration of the Speech of Fie Honour the Lieutenant- 
Governor at the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 


r . . . fo 
The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 
Mr. MacBride. 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow, 


The House then adjourned at 5.85 p.m. 
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Friday, February 24th, 1922. 
Prayers. 3 O’Crocx, P.M. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 
Table :— : 


By Mr. Swayze, the Petition of Ernest Duval and others of Toronto. 
By Mr. Brackin, the Petition of Thomas Lindsay Robinette. 


The following Petition was read and received :— 
Of the Hospital for Sick Children, Toronio, praying that an Act may 


pass to increase the present authorized number of Trustees and for other 
purposes. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 






Bill (No. 38), intituled “An Act respecting the County of Carleton.” 
Mr. Hill. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


; Bill (No. 71). intituled “An Act to aid in the Packing and Grading of 
Fruit. Mr. Doherty. 


we, 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


re 


Mr. Sinclair asked the following Question -— 


1. How many letters were sent out to practising solicitors in the Province 
of Ontario during the months of September and October, A.D. 1921, by the 
Treasury Department, Succession Duty Office, requesting the remittance of 
_ Succession Duties on Estates before the close of the Fiseal Year, where the 
‘period of 18 months from the decease did not expire until during the follow- 
ing Fiseal year. 


To which the Treasurer replied :-— 
Fifty-one. 
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Mr. Dewart asked the following Question: 


1. Is it the intention of the Government to publish weekly in “The Ontario 
Gazette” the dates of all Orders-in-Council with a brief statement showing 
what each Order-in-Council deals with or authorizes. 2 If not, why not. 


And the Premier replied as follows :— 


1. No. 2. Because all Ordersin-Council regarded as being of special 
interest to the general public, such as,—appointments of Police Magistrates, 
King’s Counsel, Coroners, Registrar of Deeds, Surrogate Court and Juvenile 
Court Judges; Proclamations; Regulations passed under The Mining Act, 
The Insurance Act, The Loan and Trust Corporations Act, and The Division 
Courts Act, are now published in “The Ontario Gazette.” There are many 
Orders-in-Council of a routine or departmental nature, the publication of 
which would serve no public interest, but would only entail unnecessary la- 
bour and expense. If an employee of the Government requires leave of ab- 
sence through illness or family affliction, if a prisoner is to be allowed to work 
outside the Jail limits, if the T. & N. O. Railway carries a cord of wood for 
an employee at a reduced rate, if a temporary employee, even an office 
boy is re-engaged twice or three times a year, as frequently happens, and in 
many instances of a like nature, Orders-in-Council are necessary. All Orders 
are accessible to anyone who is interested in the matter dealt with. 


Mr. MacBride asked the. following Question: 


1. How many Orders-in-Council have been passed by the Government 
since coming into office in 1919 im connection with all departments or 
commissions, 


To which the Premier replied :— 


Up to and including January 31st, 1922, approximately, 8,297. 





Mr. Lennox asked the following Question: 


1. If there is, or has been, in the employ of the Attorney-General’s 
Department a Provincial officer by the name of Heaton. 2. What were his 
duties. 3. Is he still in the employ of the Government. 4. If not, was he 
discharged or did he resign. 5. Tf discharged, or forced to resign, why. 


—s 


— a 
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And the Attorney-General replied as follows :— . 


1. Yes. 2. Assistant to License Inspector for the County of York. 
3. No. He was employed only temporarily for three months. 4. Services 
dispensed with at the end of his temporary employment. 5. No answer 
required. 


On Motion of Mr. Hay, seconded by Mr. Clarke. it was 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all 
correspondence between any Minister of the Crown and any Member of the 
Hydro-Radial Commission in connection and dealing with accounts for re- 
muneration of services by each and every member of the Commission whether 
such accounts were paid in full for the amount claimed or reduced in amount. 


On Motion of Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Tolmie, it was 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return showing :— 
1. The total cost as shown by the records in the Department of High- 
ways of the work done on the Kingston Highway at the east end of the Vil- 
lage of Pickering in the summer of 1921, where the highway was lowered 
almost to the level of the highway before construction work commenced—- 
showing (a) Cost of excavation in summer of 1921; (6) Cost of surfacing 
road after excavation of 1921; (c) Total cost of all work done by reason of 
change in level of road in summer of 1921. 2. The original cost of filling the 
hollow when the road was originally built. 3. The original cost of surfacing 
the portion which, was broken up in the summer of 1921. 4. By whose 
orders the change in the surface of the road was made in the summer of 1921. 





The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor 
at the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 
Mr. Sandy. . ue seeds | 
Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Monday next. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Interim Report respecting Sheriffs of the Commission appointed — to 
inquire, consider and report wpon best mode of selecting and remunerating 
Sheriffs, ete., ete. (Sessional Papers, No. 57.) 

J-22-2 
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Also—Report of the Hydro-Electric Railway Commission. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 24.) 


Also—Return to an Order of the House of the Twenty-fourth day of 
February, 1922, for a Return showing—1. The total cost as shown by the re- 
cords in the Department of Highways of the work on the Kingston Highway 
at the east end of the Village of Pickering in the summer of 1921, where 
the highway was lowered almost to the level of the highway before construc- 
tion work commenced—showing (a) Cost of excavation in summer of 1921; 
(b) Cost of surfacing road after excavation of 1921; (c) Total cost of all 
work done by reason of change in level of road in summer of 1921. 2. The 
original cost of filling the hollow when the road was originally built. 3. The ori- 
ginal cost of surfacing the portion which was broken up in the summer of 
1921. 4. By whose orders the change in the surface of the road was made 
in the summer of 1921. 1.—(a) $923.50. (b) $350.00. (c) $1,273.50. 
2. Nothing. 3. $550.00. 4. W. A. McLean, Deputy Minister of High- 
ways. (Sessional Papers, No. 58.) 


The House then adjourned at 5.50 p.m. 








Monday, February 27th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 2 3.00 O’Ciock, P.M. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 
Table :— 


By Mr. Brackin, the Petition of Thomas Lindsay Robinette, of Toronto; 
also, the Petition of the Co-operative League of America; also, the Petition 
of the Town Council of Wallaceburg. 


By Mr. Homuth, the Petition of the City Council of Galt. 


By Mr. Asmussen, the Petition of the Waterloo Wellington Railway 
Company. 


By Mr. Lennox, the Petition of Sidney Tannenbaum of the City of 
Toronto. 


_ 
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The following Petitions were read and received :-— | 











Of Ernest Duval and others of Toronto, praying that an Act my pass 
to meorporate The Canadian Chiropractic College, Limited. 


Of Thomas Lindsay Robinette of the City of Toronto, praying that an 
Act may pass to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him 
to practise at the Bar. 


Of the City Council of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass author- 
izing the passing of 2 By-Law for the issue of Consolidated Debentures. 





The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No 19), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Tecumseh.” 
Mr. Tolmie. 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board. 
Bill (No. 73), intituled “An Act respecting Magistrates.” Mr. Raney. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. T4), intituled “An Act to amend the Land Transfer Tax Act.” 
Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘Veamevow. 


Bill (No. 75), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act.” 
Mr. Cooper. (Welland.) 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 76), intituled “An Act to amend the Private Detectives Act.” 
Ordered. That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. McCrea asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the total amount paid to Mr. Shirley Denison, K-C., for his 
services as Crown prosecutor in connection with the Timber Investigation. 
2. What amount has been paid to Mr. Shirley Denison, K.C., for expenses 
im connection with the Timber Investigation. 
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And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the figures foHowing :— 


1. $4,000.00. 2. Disbursements, $401.31. Accountable, $2,598.69. 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question :— 


1. What amount has been paid to N. W. Rowell, K.C., for his services 
in connection with the Attorney-General’s action against the Shevlin-Clarke 
Company. 2. What amount has been paid to R. T. Harding, K.C., for (a) 


his services in connection with the Timber Commission to date; (b) for his 


services in connection with the Shevlin-Clarke action; (c) for ‘any other ser- 
vices for or on behalf of the Government. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and 
fieures following :— 


I. 1920-21, $3,500.00; 1921-22, $5,000.00. 2. (a) 1920-21, $2,000.00 ; 
To R. T. Harding. (1921-22, $13,553.19; To Messers. Harding & Hanley. 
This amount included some preliminary work in connection with Shevlin- 
Clarke action). (b) 1921-22, None except as mentioned in (a). (ce) Fees, 
$7,845.00, plus $606.39 disbursements, making a total of $8,451.39 paid to 
Messrs. Harding & Hanley during the year ending 31st October, 1921. 


Mr Marceau asked the following Question :— 


1. (a) What amount has been received for timber limits sold since 1897, 
(b) what ground rents have been paid since 1897. 2 What stumpage and 
and timber dues have been collected since 1897. 3. (a) What amount has 
been received for mineral lands sold since 1897. (b) What amount has been 
paid in royalties on ore mined since 1897. 4. What amount has been paid by 
lumbermen by way of fire tax to date. 5. What amount has been paid for 


Prospectors’ licenses since 1897. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the figures following :— 


1. (a) $14,327,614.00.  (b) $1,942,004.62. 9. $25,596,684.94. 


3. (a) $2,7387,562.00. (b) $1,985,394.00. 4. Fire Tax fixed in Ta 


Amount collected to date, $889,199.01. 5. $919,809.00. 


i ie apts a eee ft Foe 


ghee ee 


a0 oa ee 


pursuant to The Pulp Wood Export Act, 1920. 


™, 
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Year. Bonus. Timber dues. Ground Rent. Fire Tax. 
1898. 159,698.74 756,484.34 65,053.37 
1899. 296,752.79 726,362.41 69,713.44 
1900. ~ 636,464.54 576,320.99 61,704.70 
1901. 571,383.59 843,148.66 _ 63,042.72 
1902. 227,667.84 1,038,273:35 61,039.41 
1903. 1,540,696.76 901,744.26 63,057.85 
1904. 1,664,258.31 919,471.21 64,997.03 
1905. 520,070.91 1,480,910.06 61,194.94 
1906. 535,970.57 t.295;3:1 8:03 66,118.47 
1907. 152,223.94 998,863.15 65,084.38 
1908. 100,879.39 1,618,242.58 65,150.87 
1909. 285,571.41 529,422.50 68,528.53 
1910. 92,396.36 - 1,634,496.21 104,326.64 
1911. 426,718.71 _ 1,178,283.85 104,325.96 
1912. 540,702.85 Lo3M 957.12 96,262.81 
6043. 591,675.29 1,277,490.08 99,460.19 
1914. 454,167.24 1,112,480.388 103,910.31 
1915. 507,241.48 928,351.38 80,002.04. 
1916. 419,827.94 822,332.81 89,520.03 
1917: 640,835.35 ~ 832,467.24 100,408.38 115,327.06 
1918. 679,804.17 795,004.08 87,263.93 189,773.07 
1919. 872,598.69. 662,928.30 87,682.52 174,666.85 
1920. 1,148,725.18 1,171,692.14 105,398.88 228,174.31 
1921; 1,466,782.00 2,161,629.31 98,807.00 181,257.72 
Total $14,327,614.00 $25,596,684.94  $1,942,004,62 $889,199.01 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question :— 
1. How many permits have been issued to date to export pulp wood 


2. To whom have these 
permits been issued. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words following :—- 
1. Six. 2. Thomas 8. Woollings, Reamsbottom & Edwards, R. S. Pot- 


ter, Kaministiqnia Pulp and Paper Company, Dennis Canadian Company, 
Jolin Stirrett & Sons, Ltd. 


Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 


1. Was there a contract. for cutting timber entered into between the De- 
partment of Lands & Forests on behalf of the Government and Mr. Norman 
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Edmeston, the Present Mayor of Fort William. 2. What was the name of 
the company or corporation represented by Mr. Edmeston. 3. What is the 
description of the timber berths and where are they situated. 4. What was 
the estimated quantity of timber on the berths. 5. Were the berths pub- 
licly advertised for sale, if so, in what newspapers. 6. What prices were ob- 
tained for the timber. 7. On what. date was the agreement signed. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


1. No. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6 and 7, see answer to number one. 
> 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 


Bill (No. 57), To amend The Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


Bill (No. 51), Respecting the Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg 
Railway. 


Referred to a Committee of The Whole House Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 52), To amend The Surrogate Courts Act. 


Referred to a Committee of The Whole House Tomorrow. 


On motion of Mr. Doherty, seconded by Mr. Grant, it was 


Fesolved—That this House desires to record its conviction that the con- 
tinuation of the high freight rates at present in operation is a real burden 
on the agricultural and industrial life of the Province and is very materi- 
ally delaying the stabilizing of conditions so necessary to the return of pros- 
perity, and this House therefore strongly urges that action be taken by the 
Dominion Railway Board at an early date to relieve conditions by bringing 
about a substantial reduction in the charges for freight transportation. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Mo- 
tion for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor 
at the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion ot 


Mr. Henry. | 


ed 
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Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 5.20 p.m. 


Tuesday, February 28th, 1929. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 
The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the Table:— 


By Mr. Hill, the Petition of the City Council of Ottawa. 


Mr. Carmichael, from the Standing Committee on Standing Orders, pre 
sented their Second Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully examined the following Petitions and 
find the notices, as published in each ease, sufficient ; 


Of the County Council of Grey, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm a certain By-Law; 


Of the Village Council of Waterdown, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain By-Law; 


Of the Central Hamilton Branch of the Great War Veterans Association; 
praying that an Act may pass to authorize the Trustees of the Club House 
to sell the premises and invest the proceeds ; 


Of the City Council of Brantford, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm certain By-Laws; 


Of the Town Council of Renfrew, praying that an Act may pass declaring 
that the Victoria Hospital be carried on as a General Hospital; 


Of the City Council of St. Thomas, praying that an Act may pass to 
detach certain territory from the. Township of Yarmouth and annex it to 
the City; 
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Your Committee recommend that Rule No. 51 of Your Honourable 
House be suspended in this, that the time for presenting Petitions for Private 


Bills be extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the 7th day of March next 


and that the time for introducing Private Bills be extended until and in- 
clusive of Friday, the 17th day of March next. 


Ordered, That the time for presenting Petitions for Private Bills, be 
extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the Seventh day of March next. 


Ordered, That the time for introducing Private Bills, be extended un- 
til and inclusive of Friday, the Seventeenth day of March next. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :-— 

sill (No. 3), intituled “An Act respecting the County of Grey.” Mr. 
Taylor. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 5), intituled “An Act respecting Victoria Hospital, Ren- 
frew.” Mr. Carty. | 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 6), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Brantford.” 
My. Walker. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


3ill (No. 20), intituled “An Act respecting the Village of Water- 
down.” Mr. Crockett. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Pill (No. 21), intituled “An Act respecting the Great War Veterans’ 
Association of Hamilton.” Mr. Halerow. 

Referred to the Commissioners of Estate Bills. . 

sill (No. 83), intituled “An Act respecting the City of St. Thomas.” 
Mr. MaeVieav. 

Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board. 


_— Bill (No. 36), intituled “An Act to enable the Town of Riverside to 
withdraw from the jurisdiction of the Council of the County of Essex.” Mr. 
Tolmie. . 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 
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Bill (No. 77). intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Lewis. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘l’o-morrow. 

Bill (No. 78), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
MacBride. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 79), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Myr. 
Gray. ree , 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 80), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Macbride. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second. time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 81), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
McLeod. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


‘The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Mo- 
tion for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor 
at the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, it was, on the motion of 


Mr. Clarke, 
Ordered. That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His Honour 
the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of The Ontario Board of Parole for year ending October 31st, 1921. 
(Sessional Papers No. 59.) . 


Also—First Annual Report of Commission under The Extramural Employ- 
ment of Sentenced Persons Act, 1921. (Sesstonal Papers No. 60.) 


Also—Interim Report respecting Toronto Police Court of the Publie Service 
Commission. (Sessional Papers No. 61.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.05 p.m. 
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Wednesday, March 1st, 1922. 


PRAYERS. o.00! O7 CLOCK ML. VE 
The following Petitions were received and read :— 


Of the Co-operative League of America, by the Solicitors, praying 
that an Act may pass enabling them to carry on business in Ontario. 


Of the City Council of Galt, praying that an Act may pass to authorize 
the Corporation to pay twenty-five per cent. of the cost of certain pavements. 


Of Thomas Lindsay Robinette of Toronto, praying that a Act may pass 
to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him to practise at 
the Bar. 


Of Sidney Tannenbaum of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass to 
authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him to practise as a 
Barrister and Solicitor. 


Of the Town Council of Wallaceburg, praying that an Act may pass 
authorizing the Corporation to borrow certain moneys to pay off floating debt. 


Of the Waterloo, Wellington Railway Company, praying that an Act 
may pass to amend the Act incorporating the Company under the name of 
“The Berlin. and Bridgeport Electric Street Railway, Limited,” and for an 
extension of the line. 





. « = . e \ : . 
The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 82), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act.’ 
Mr. Lewis. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 83), intituled “An Act to amend The Highway Act.” 
Mr Black. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read tthe second time Tomorrow. 


Bill (No. 84), intituled “ An Act to provide for a Provincial Board of 
Ahenists.” Mr. Curry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow, 
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Bill (No. 85), intituled “An Act to amend The Evidence Act.” 
Mr. Curry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 





Mr. MacBride, asked the following Question: 


ip igd Gotee 


1. How many special operators commonly known as “spotters” have 
been employed by the Provincial Police or Ontario License Board during 

~~ 

the years 1920 and 1921. 


$ And the Attorney General replied in the words and figures following :— 


During 1920, 61 different special officers were employed, 33 being the 
_ highest number employed at any one time. During 1921, 93 different special 
officers were employed, 41 being the highest number employed at any one 
time. 





£ 

3 

; 

3 Mr. Dewart asked the following Question: 

& E | 

§ Upon which page of the Public. Accounts for the years 1918, 1919 or 
~ 1919-20 will be found the proceeds of Treasury Bills “EE” (due 11th No- 
vember, 1919) having been credited. 

+ 

¢ To which the Treasurer replied as follows: 

: There were no proceeds from Treasury Bills “EE” dated July 14th, 





» November 11th 1919, for the reason that these Bills were issued. 
Eto a off Treasury Fills “AA” due in New York at the Bank of Montreal, 
July 13th, 1919. 

A 


Mr. Black asked the following Question :-— 
1. Has E. W. Backus, who procured from the Government the English 
_ River pulp limit and a lease of White Dog Rapids, made any request either 


directly or through an agent to any member of the Government for % lease, 
or leases, of any “other water powers in Ontario since December 18th, 1920. 


; And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the affirmative. 


pee” 


: The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Mo- 
tion for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor 
at the opening of the Sessions, having been read, 
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The Debate was resumed and, after some time, it was, on the motion of 
Mr. Doherty, a 


- 


Ordered. That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 








Thursday, March 2nd, 1922. 
PRAYERS. . 3.00 O’Crock P.M, 


The following Petition was read and received :— 


~ 


Of the City Council of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pass to amend 
the Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 


The foliowing Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


: Bill (No. 37), intituled “An Act respecting the Township of Nepean.” 
Mr. Hill. ; 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 86), intituled “An Act respecting Mineral Rights in certain 
Canada Company Lands.” Mr. Mills. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 87), intituled “An Act to amend the Mining Tax Act.” 
Mr. Mills. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 88), intituled “An Act to amend the Mining Act of Ontario.” 
Mr. Mills. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 





<Sit seg teak ae! 


teuant-Goyernor, as 


3 


ts 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for consideration of the Speech of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor-at 
the opening of the Session, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, and after some time, 
The Motion, having been again submitted, was carried, and it was 


Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to His Honour the Lieu- 





mo Hes ane Henry Cockshutt, Lieutenant-Governor of Our Province 
of Ontario. 


We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Province of Ontario, now assembled, beg leave to “thank Your 
Honour for th ie gracious speech Your Honour has addressed to us. 


o ® 


The Address, having been read the second time, was agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Address be engrossed and presented to His Honour 


the Lieutenant-Governor by those Members of this House who are Members 


of the Executive Council. 


On Motion of Mr. Smith, seconded by Mr. Doherty, 


Resolved, That this House will on To-morrow, resolve itself into the 


Committee of Supply. 


Pee: That this House will on To-morrow, resolve itself into the 
~ Committee of W ays and. Means. | 


. The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 


. Bill (No. 53), To amend the Agricultural Development Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 54), To amend the Ontario Farm Loans Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 








Friday, March 3rd, 1922. 
PRAYERS. an 3.00 O’Crock P.M. 
The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the Table :— 


By Mr. Henry, The Petition of the Township Council of York. 


Mr. Marshall, from the Special Committee appointed at the last Session 
of the Legislature, on the 26th day of April, 1921, to consider Bill (No. 114), 
“An Act respecting Liens of Mechanics, Wage Earners, Supply Men and 
Others,” and Bill (No. 123), “An Act respecting Co- operative Credit Socie- 
ties,’ which Committee was empowered to sit during the recess and report to 
the House at its next Session, presented their Report which was read as fol- 
lows and adopted :— 

Your Committee have had under consideration Bill (No. 114). and have 
Iteld six sessions at which representatives of the various interests affected 
by the proposed legislation have been heard at length and the promoters of 
the Bill afforded an opportunity of replying to the arguments of those in op- 
position to it. Your Committee have further in this connection considered 
generally the operation of The Mechanics’ and Wage Earners’ Lien Act and 
several amendments which have been suggested by Counsel as well as by Law 
Associations and other bodies. Your Committee finds that the said Bill 
(No. 114), was founded on the law of the State of Ohio and the State of Michi- 
gan and that it is in a large measure inapplicable to conditions existing in 
Ontario. The main provision submitted in Bill (No. 114), is that the lability 
of the owner of property to see to the payment of all claims should be ex- 
tended from fifteen and twenty per cent. of the contract price to one hun- 
dred per cent. Your Comimttee after due consideration have arrived at the — 
conclusion that the law as it stands, subject to certain amendments herein- 
lafter referred to, provides adequate protection for the interests of contrac- 
tors, subcontractors and material men as well as those of the wage earner 
and that it is not expedient to make the changes proposed. Your Committee 
have, however, found that the procedure under The Mechanics’ and Wage: 
Earners’ Lien Act might be much simplified and discussion of the Act 
brought out that there were other changes which wera desivable. Your Com- 
inthien has therefore had The Mechanies’ and Wage Earners’ Lien Act eare- 
fully revised with a view to securing a more speedy determination of the 
rights of lienholders and the lessening of expense and loss of time and in-— 
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convenience to persons concerned in the carrying out of the Act, and these 
will be found embodied in a Bill which will be presented to the House: en- 


titled “An Act to revise and amend The Mechanics’ and Wage Earners’ Lien 
Act 


% 


On the motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the name of Mr. Cooper (Welland), be added to the 
Standing Committee on Railways. | 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 90), intituled “An Act respecting The Maintenance of 
Deserted Wives and Children.” Mr. MacNamara. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 91), intituled “An Act to amend The Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Fox. 


- Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 





Mr. Drury delivered to Mr. Speaker a Message from the Lieutenant- 
Governor, signed by himself; and the said Message was read by Mr. Speaker, 
and is as follows:— 


By COCKS. 

The Lieutenant-Governor transmits Supplementary Estimates of certain 
sums required for the service of the Province for the year ending 31st October, 
1922, and recommends them to the Legislative Assembly. 

GOVERNMENT Hovse, 
Toronto, February 28th, 1922. 


(Sessional Papers, No. 2.) 


Ordered, That the Message of the Lieutenant-Governor, together with 
the Estimates accompanying same, be referred to ithe Committee of Supply. 
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The House, according to Order, then resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(Ln the Committee. ) 


fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Three million, five hundred thou- 
sand dollars ($3,500,000), be granted to His Majesty, to defray Capital 
Expenditure by Hydro-Electric Power Comnussion of Ontario, for the fiscal 
year ending October 81st, 1922, (Queenston-Chippawa Development,) as 
mentioned in the statement accompanying the Message of the Lieutenant- 
Governor to this House. 


And, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the chair, 


and Mr. MacVicar reported, 


That the Committee had come to a Resolution, also, that the Committee 
had directed him to ask leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received forthwith. 


fesolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Tuesday next. 


Mr MacVicar, from the Committee of Supply, reported a Resolution which 
was read as follows :— 


Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three million, five hundred thou- 
sand dollars ($3,500,000), be granted to His Majesty to defray Capital Expen- 
diture by Hydro-Electrie Power Commission of Ontario, for the fiscal year end- 
ing October 31st, 1922 (Queenston-Chippawa Development) as mentioned in 
the statement accompanying the message of the Lieutenant-Governor to this 


TTouse. mee 


The Resolution, having been read the second time, was agreed to. 


The House, according to Order, resolved itself into the Committee of 
Ways and Means. : 


(In the Committee). 


fiesolved, That there be granted out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund 
of this Province a sum not exceeding Three million, five hundred thousand 
dollars ($3,500,000), to meet the supply to that extent granted to His Majesty. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had come to a Resolution; also, that the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. : 


Ordered, That the Report be received forthwith. 


» 
Me 
* 
x 
% 

















- le 


GEORGE V. Marcu 6TH 49 





Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Tuesday next. 


Mr. MacVicar, from the Committee on Ways: and Means, reported a Resolu- 
tion which was red as follows :— 


~ 


fesolved, That there be granted out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of 
this Province a sum not exceeding Three million, five hundred thousand dollars: 


_ to meet the Supply to that extent granted to His Majesty. 


The Resolution, having been read a second time, was agreed to. 


The House then adjourned at 5.15 p.m. 








Monday, March 6th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crock P.M. 


The following Petitions were severally brought up and laid upon the 
Table :— 


By Mr. Swayze, the Petition of the City Council of Niagara Falls. 


By Mr. Greenlaw, the Petition of the City Council of St. Catharines. 


The following Petition was read and received :— 


Of the Township Council of York, praying that an Act may pass to 
validate certain sales of land and for the construction of certain Public Works. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time.— 


Bill (No. 94), intituled “An Act respecting Free Text-Books in Pubhe, 
Separate and Industrial Schools.” Mr. Brackin. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 95), intituled “An Act to reduce the business assessment of 
Brewers and Malsters.” Mr. Thompson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 96), intituled “An Act to amend the Public Health Act.” 
Mr. Crockett. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 
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Mr. Sinclair asked the following Question: 


1. What is the total amount paid, agreed to be paid, or expected to be 
paid for the advertising propaganda carried on in the Press under the author- 
ity of the Government on the advice of the Provincial Advisory Committee 
on Unemployment. 2. In how many papers were the articles printed. 3. Who 
selected the papers for publication. 4. Were the papers in which the same 
were published dealt with individually by the Government. 5. If not dealt 
with by the Government how were the individual papers reached. 6. If not 
dealt with by the Government, what instructions were given to any press 
agency, or other party as to what papers the same should be published in. 
7. Were any tenders called for, asking for prices of publication. 8. What 
amounts were spent for advertising outside of newspapers and_ periodicals % 


And the Minister of Labour replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Total amount expended, $23,428.35; total expenditure will be in the 
neighbourhood of $26,000. 2. 52. 38. The Advisory Committee on Unem- 
ployment. 4. No. 5. Through the Mitford Advertising Agency. 6. The 
Advisory Committee on Unemployment instructed the Mitford Advertising 
Agency to have the various advertisements inserted in the newspapers and 
other publications selected by the Committee. 7. No. 8. Amount will ap- 
proximate $1,800. 


Mr. Tolmie asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the name in full and residence of the latest appointee to the 
Workmen’s Compensation Board. 2. By whom was he recommended. 
3. What salary is he paid. 4. What was his former occupation. 


And the Minister of Labour replied as follows :— 


1. Henry John Halford, Hamilton. 2. The Minister of Labour. 38. The 
Statutory salary for Vice-Chairman of the Workmen’s Compensation, $8,500. 
4, Vice-President of the Trades and Labour Congress of Canada; Vice-Pre- 
sident, International Barbers Union; Member of Dominion Council of Health ; 
Financial Secretary, Trades & Labour Council of Hamilton; Secretary-Treas- 
urer, Barbers’ Union of Hamilton; Members of Social Service Council of Can- 
ada; Represented Canadian Labour at the meeting of the Governing Body of 
the International Labour Office of the League of Nations, Geneva; Repre- 
sented Canadian Labour at the International Trade Unions Congress, London, 
England, 1920; Ex-Controller of the City of Hamilton; Proprietor of a hair 
dressing establishment; and also a musician. 
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Mr. Marceau asked the following Question :— 


1. What amount has been paid for game license since 1897. 2. What 
amount has been paid for fishing license since 1897. 


And the Minister of Mines rephed in the words and figures following aoe 


1. $1,098,984.99. 2. $963,091.24. 


Year Game Fish 
1897 6,938.75 

1898 7,754.36 

1899 9,693.96 

1900 10,997.32 35,443.85 
1901 11,700.15 35,887.24 
1902 15,481.08 40,140.70 
1903 17,941.25 39,842.98 
1904 17,286.19 47,883.14 
1905 23,945.62 47,755.03 
1906 24,140.29 68,998.57 
1907 21,571.16 68,111.91 
1908 26,266.87 70,013.36 
1909 3,051.90 74,797.78 
1910 30,617.09 87,961.72 
1911 30,042.41 90,833.46 
1912 29,990.55 89 333.82 
19138 33,862.10 94,767.28 
1914 39,769.93 101,314.70 
1915 43,261.53 114,204.33 
1916 40,629.13 118,873.23 
1917 66,709.08 119,173.31 
1918 78,689.67 133,836.95 
1919 114,683.97 149,830.81 
1920 191,861.23 148,321.27 
1921 202,649.40 190,765.85 
Totals $1,098,984.99 $963,091.24. 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— - 


1. How many appointments have been made by Order-in-Counceil since 
the Government came into power in 1919. 


To which the Premier replied in the words following :— 


Including permanent and temporary appointments, the latter of which 
have to be renewed by Order-in-Council at least twice a year and sometimes 
more frequently, there have been approximately 4,200 appointments made by 
Order-in-Council during the period mentioned. 
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Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 








1. Has there been any classification or reclassification prepared in con- 
ference between the Director of Employment Service for Canada and any 
person or persons representing the Ontario Government in connection with 
Employment Service officers. 2. If so, were the suggestions of the Govern- 
ment’s representative approved of or rejected by the Director of Employment 
Service. 3. What are the present classifications for first, second and third 
class officers. 4. What are the present salaries. 5. What are the proposed 
increases or decreases. 6. On what date was the conference held, and where. 


And the Minister of Labor replied in the words and figures following:— 


1. No. 2. Answered by 1. 3. Superintendent, Grade 1, £2100 —$2,400; 
‘Superintendent, Grade 2, $1,900—$2,100; Superintendent, Grade 3, $1,500— 
$1,800. 4. Answered by 3. 5. None. 6. Answered by 1. 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Question :-— 


1. Has one, Albert Hellyer, been appointed a Police Magistrate. 2. If 
so, what is date of his appointment. 3. What is his address. 4. What terri- 
torial jurisdiction has he. 5. What is his salary. 6. Is he the same Albert 
Hellver who was elected to the Legislature in October, 1919, and resigned to 
provide a seat for the Attorney-General. 7. Is he the same Albert Hellyer 
who is a member of the Public Service Commission. 8. What is the date 
of his appointment to the Public Service Commission. 9. What remunera- 
tion does he receive as a member of the said Commission. 10. Does he pay 
his own expenses out of such remuneration. 11. How many persons applied 
or were recommended for the position. 12. What are their several names 
and addresses. 13. By whom was each recommended. 14. What quifalifica- 
tions has Albert Hellyer. 


And the Attorney-Genera] replied: - 


1. Yes. 2. 17th August, 1921. 3. Kenilworth, Township of Arthur. 4. 
The Townships of Arthur, West Garafraxa, West Luther, Nichol. Pilkington 
and Erin, the Town of Mount Forest and the Villages of Arthur, Fergus, 
Erin and Elora. 5. No salary. 6. Yes. 7. Yes. 8 30th June, 1920, 9, 
$20 a day for attending sittings of the Commission. 10. No. 11. None. 


12. Answered by 11. 13. Answered by 11. 14. He is a man of undoubted 
integrity, good judgment and well known ability. 


Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 


1. Were any circulars sent out by the Labor Department warning the 
unemployed against going to the Cochrane district in expectation of finding 
work on the construction of the extension of the T. & N. O. Railway, 
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2. If so, to what persons, or agencies, were they addressed. 3. Were such 
notices sent out on more than one occasion. 4. If so, how often, and at what 
dates. 


And the Nein ieicie of Labor Meat as follows :— 


1. Yes. 2. The Superintendents of the Ontaris Offices of the Employment 
Service of Canada at Belleville, Brantford, Chatham, Cobalt, Fort William, 
Guelph, Hamilton, Kingston, Kitchener. London. Nigeara Falls, North Bay, 
Oshawa, Ottawa, eran Pecerien ant Port Mane ones Sault Ste. 
ue St. Chtharisies St. ine Sudbury, Timmins, degeane Air Windsor. 

. Yes. 4. Four times ; January 18th, 25th, and ete 18th; in addi- 
eee a letter in the same connection dated February 16th was one to the 
Zone Superintendents at Toronto, North Bay, Port Arthur, Ottawa and 
London. 


a 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— - 


What is the character and scope of the duties of the officers or em- 
ployees known in the Attorney-General’s Department as “special operators” 


under The Ontario Temperance Act. 2. Who is their immediate officer from 


whom they get their instructions. 38. Are such instructions given in writing. 
4. If not, how are instructions communicated to “special operators.” 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 
= be a . ® 
1. Detection of offences under the Ontario Temperance Act. 2. Prov. 


Inspector A. E. Sarvis’and Prov. Officer E. D. L. Hammond! ~3:'No. 4. 
Verbally. 


Mr. Lewis asked the following Question :— - 


1. Have any of the members of the Government been subpeened as wit- 
nesses in the libel suit of Backus vs. The Ev ening Telegram, and tf so, what 
members. 2. Have the members so subpcenzed refused to appear in reply to 
the subpeeres. If so, for what reason. 


To which the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. Yes. The Honourable the Premier and the Honourable the Attorney- 
General. 2. No, but on the ground that the Premier and the Attorney-General 


- were very fully oceupied with their duties in the Legislature and that their 


attendance at the present time as witnesses in this case might interfere very 
materially with the public business, the plaintiff’s Counsel was requested, if 
in his view the evidence of the Premier and the Attorney-General was ne- 
cessary, to have the trial of the action postponed until after the adjournment 
of the session, when ‘both the Premier and the Attorney-General would be 
at the service of either party to the actton. 
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Mr. Marceau asked the following Question: 


1. How many complimentary licenses were issued by the Department 
of Game and Fisheries for (a) Hunting, (b) Fishing, (c) Trapping, from 
January Ist 1920 to date. 2. What were the names and addresses of the 
licensees. : 


And the Minister of Mines replied in the words following :— 


1. (a) 40 Combined Hunting and Angling Licenses. 29 Licenses for 
Hunting only. (6b) 15 Angling Licenses. (c) None. 


2. Name. Address. 
Lord Clarenton, England. 
Lord Somers, | England. 
Lord Dalkeith, England. 
Hon. H. G. Henderson, Ottawa, Ont. 
J. I. Flatt, Esq., Hamilton, Ont. 
Mr. & Mrs. J. B. Eddy, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 
Mr. J. N. Beckley & Family, Rochester, N. Y. 
Mr. W. R. Beckley & Family, Rochester, N. Y. 
J. W. Schuler, Eso., Brantford, Ont. 
W. B. Howard, Esq., ‘Toronto. 
C. E. Horning, Esq, | ‘Toronto. 
R. L. Fairbairn, Esq., Toronto. 
R. E. Chamberlain, Esq., - Montreal, Que. 
R.oH. Chariton, Hse, Montreal, Que. 
F. F. Backus, Esq., Hamilton, Ont. 
A. D. Mactier, Esq., Montreal, Que. 
Chas. Matthews, Esq., Toronto, 
O. Elliott, Esq., . Toronto. 
Geo. A. Lawyer, Esq., Washington, D. C. 
Geo. E. McAllaster, Esq., Antwerp, N. Y. 
Het. Ohara. Kea, Ottawa, Ont, 
J. Vance, Esq., Hamilton, Ont. 
P. Whim, Esq., Hamilton, Ont. 
A. V. Trimble, Esq, Toronto. 
Major Lynn, Cameron Falls, Ont. 
J. R. Melville, Esq., Toronto, 
L. L. Grabill, Esq., Toronto. 
EK. Long, Esq., Toronto. 


J. Proctor, Esq., 
A. Peppall, Esq., 
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Name. 


Mr. Rockwell, 

C. O. Tatham, Esq., 

Governor H. L. Davis & party, 
i. A. Eddy, Esq., | 

A, O. Seymour, Esq., 

D. Haines, Esq., 

Bois. Keni yin, ulsq:, 


Address. 


Detroit, Mich, 
Woodstock, Ont. 

Ohio. 

Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 
Toronto. 

Toronto. 

Toronto. 


Sir Adam Beek, 
J. F. Atwood, Esq., 
A. C. Baxter & party, 


London, Ont. 


Columbus, Ohio. 


Hon. E. C. Drury, Toronto. 
Hon, N. Parliament, Toronto. 
fon. W. Rollo, Toronto. 
Hon) BC. Biggs, Toronto. 
Hon. P. Smith, Toronto. 
Mom. Nixon, Toronto. 
Hon. R. Grant, Toronto. 
Hon. B. Bowman, Toronto. 
Hon. D. Carmichael, Toronto, 
Hon. M. W. Doherty, Toronto. 
Hon. W. E. Raney, Toronto. 


N. R. Buller, Esq., 
Chairman, Pward of Commerce & party, 
W. B. Haines, Esq., 
M. Ackerman, Esq., 
D. McCarthy, Esq., 
E. W. Beatty, Esq., 


Harrisburg, Pa. 
Detroit, Mach, 
Akron, Ohio. 
Cleveland, Ohio. 
Collingwood, Ont. 
Montreal, Que. 


G. Hall, Esq., Toronto. 
W. Seager, Esq., Toronto. 
D. C. Flatt,-Esq,, Hamilton, Ont. 
W. W. Dunlop, Esq., ‘Toronto. 


C, F. Neelands, Esq., Burwash, Ont. 


Mr. Black asked the following Question: 


1. For what water-powers has E. W. Backus applied for since 15th 
December, 1920. 2. What is the estimated possible development of each. 
3. When were the respective applications made. 4. If these applications 
were not made personally, by whom were they made. 5. Has the Govern- 
ment granted any of these applications. 6. If not, is it the intention to grant 
any of these applications. 
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And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words following :— 


1. June 8th, 1921, application of E. H. Hussey, Chief Engineer, Fort 
_ Frances Pulp and Paped Company of which Mr. Backus is President, right 
to construct dams for power purposes. (1) At Sturgeon Falls on Seine River. 
(2) On Seine River in the Township of Bennett. (3) On Seine River be- 
tween Steep Lake and Sawbill Lake. (4) At the outlet of Partridge Lake. 
(5) At the outle of Crooked Pine Lake. (6) At the outlet of Lac des Mille 
Lacs. 2. Surveys have not been completed and estimated amount of power 
cannot be made. 3. No. 4. Under consideration. 


On motion of Mr. MacBride, seconded by Mr. McNamara, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of 
all correspondence and other documents between the Attorney-General’s De- 
partment, the Ontario License Board, the Provincial Police Department, 
or Provincial Secretary's Department and any person or persons in Brant- 
ford having to do with the administration of justice for the City of Brant- 
ford or County of Brant since October 20th, 1919, to date. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 58%, To 
amend the Railway Employees Voting Act, 1918, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 50), Respecting the filing of claims against certain companies 
or their properties. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Pill (No. 61), Respecting Automobile Insurance 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 62), Respecting Accident and Sickness Insurance. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 69), Respecting General Sessions of the Peace. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. < 
Bill (No. 74), To amend The Land Transfer Tax Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House ‘To-morrow. 
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Lhe House resolved itself into a Committe to consider Bill (No. 51), 
Respecting the Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg Railway and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson re- 
ported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without anv 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 62) -To 
amend the Surrogate Courts Act, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 5.30 p.m. 








Tuesday, March 7th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. __ 3.00 O’Crock P.M. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House :-— 


That the Clerk had received from the Railway and Municipal Board, 


__ their Reports in the following cases :— 


Bill (No. 19), Respecting the Town of Tecumseh and 
Bill (No. 83), Respecting the City of St. Thomas. 


The several Reports were then read by the Clerk at the Table, as 
follows :— 


Lo The Honourable, The Legislative Assembly of the Province of 
Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61 (a) of Your Honourable Honse to 
The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board, of Section 13, of Bill (No. 19), 
(1922), entitled “An Act respecting the Town of Tecumseh,” the Board 
begs leave respectfully to report that in the judgement of the Board it is 


_ reasonable that said Seetion of the Bill should be passed by your Honourable 


House, provided that it is amended by inserting the words “Sum not ex- 
ceeding $20,000 payable in not more than ten years from the date of issue 
and bearing such rate of interest as the Council may determine for,” at the 
end of the third line. 
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Whilst the indebtedness referred to in Section 13 of the Bill should 
have been paid out of Current Account it does not appear that it was through 
any default of the Council of the Town of Tecumseh that this was not done, 
and for this reason the Board recommends that the period for which the de- 
bentures be issued be not more than ten years. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 


D. M. MoIntyrz, 
Chairman. 


A. B. Ineram, 


Vice-Chairman. 


A Boys Whrd Ones ag 
Commissioner. 


Dated at Toronto, 
this 6th day of March, A.D., 1922. 
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To The Honourable, The Legislative Assembly of the Province of 
Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61 (a) of. Your Honourable House to 
The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board, of Section 4 of Bill (No. 53), 
(1922), entitled “An Act respecting the City of St. Thomas,” the Board begs 
leave respectfully to report that.in the judgment of the Board it is reasonable 
that such Bill should be passed by your Honourable House, provided it is 
amended by striking out the word “twenty” in the fifth line of Section 4 — 
and insert instead the word “ten.” 


The indebtedness of $14,369.33 referred to in such Section can properly 
be charged to Capital Account, but the indebtedness of $18,296.88, also re- 
ferred to in said Section, should have been paid out of Current Revenue, 
and for this reason the Board recommends that the period for which the de- 
bentures be issued be reduced from twenty years to ten years. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 

D. M. McInryrrz, 
Chairman. 

A. B. Ineram, 
Vice-Chairman. 

Apes tered hep gusce 
Commissioner. 

Dated at Toronto, 
this 6th day of March, A.D., 1929. 
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Ordered, That Bill (No. 19), Respecting the Town of Tecumseh be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills, with instructions to consider 
the same with reference to suggestions of the Railway and Municipal Board 
thereon. 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 33), Respecting the City of St. Thomas be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills with instructions to consider the 
same with reference to the suggestions of the Railway and a Board 
thereon. 


Mr. Carmichael from The Standing Committee on Standing Orders 
presented Third Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully examined the following Petitions and 
find the Notices as Published in each case sufficient :— 


Of the Hospital for Sick Children in Toronto, praying that an Act may 
pass to increase the present authorized number of Trustees and for other 
purposes. 


Of the City Council of Port Arthur, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of the City Council of Toronto, praying that ian Act may pass author- 
izing the creation of a Fund to be known as “The City of Toronto Insur- 
ance Fund” and to ratify and confirm By-law Number 8968. 


Of the Town Council of Oakville, praying that an nee may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain By-law. 


Of The Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Railway Company, praying 
that an Act may pass to extend the time during which the Railway may be 
operated by steam. 


Of the City Council of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pass to amend 
the Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 


Of the Waterloo Wellington Railway Company, praying that an Act 

may pass to amend the Act incorporating the Company under the name of 

“The Berlin and Bridgeport: Electric Street Railway Company, Limited” 
and for an extension of the line. 
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Of the Town Council of Wallaceburg, praying that an Act may pases 
authorizing the Corporation to borrow certain moneys to pay off floating debt. 


Of Robert H. Simpson and others of Hamilton, praying that an Act 
may pass to Incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Company, 


Of W. D. Colby and others of Chatham, praying that an Act may pass 
to incorporate The Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire Insurance | JOWOPAany.. 


Of the City Council of Sault Ste, Marie, praying that an Act may pass 
to ratify and confirm certain By-Laws, 


Of the Town Council of Preston, praying that an Act may pase to re 
peal Section 3 of By-Law No, 482 and all provisions relating thereto and 
to ratify certain By-L aws, 


Of the ity Council of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pase author 
izing the Corporation to raise certain moneys for Public Works; to grant a 
fixed Assessment and for other purposes, 


Of the City Council of London, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and’ confirm By-Law No. 6541, and for other purposes, 


Of the Town Council of Collingwood, praying that an Act may paaa to 
validate a payment by the Corporation; a certain agreement and for other 
purposes, 


Of Pierre Edouard Blondin of Ottawa, praying that an Act may pase 
to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him to practi#e aa 
a Barrister and Solicitor. 


Of the Town Council of Mimico praying that an Act may paas to ratify 
and confirm By-Law number 266 of the Corporation, 


Of the City Council of Niagara Valls, praying that an Act may pase 
to authorize and carry into effect certain changes in the Civil Government of 
the City by limiting the Council to seven members and a Mayor, 


Your Committee recommend that Rule Number 61 of Your Honourable 
House be suspended in this, that the time for presenting Petitions for Pui- 
vate Bills be further extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the 14th day 
of March instant. 





Ordered, Vhat the time for presenting Petitions for Private Hille be 
further extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the fourteenth day of March 
instant, 
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The following Bills ‘were severally introduced and read the first time:— ° 


Fall (No. 7), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Port Arthur.” 
Mr. Hogarth. | 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


, Bill (No. 9), intituled “An Act to amend the Ottawa Civie Hospital 
Act.” Mr. Hill. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


: Bill (No, 10), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Ottawa.” Mr. 
Hill. 
; ° 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


‘ Bill (No. 11), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Toronto.” Mr. 
Thompson. . 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 13), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Preston.” . 
Mr. Homuth. 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board, 


Bill (No. 14), intituled ‘An Act respecting the Mount McKay and 
Kakebeka Falls Railway Company.” Mr. Heenan. 


Referred to the Committee on Railways. 


Bill (No. 15), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Sault Ste. Marie.” 
Mr. Cunningham. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 28), intituled “An Act to incorporate Ottawa Street Incline 
Company.” Mr. Crockett. 
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Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No, 24), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Collingwood’ 
Mr. Allan. ; : 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board, 

Bill (No. 25), intituled “An Act to incorporate the Ontario Thresher- 
men’s Mutual Fire Insurance Company.” Mr. Brackin. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 26), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls.” 
Mr. Swayze. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 27), intituled “An Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper 


Canada to admit Pierre Edouard Blondin to practise as a Barrister and Soli- 
eitor: 7) oir nl 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 28), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Mimico.” 
Mr. Godfrey. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 29), intituled “An Act to confirm By-Law 650 of the Town 
of Oakville.” Mr. Curry. 

Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board, 

Bill (No. 34), intituled “An Act respecting the City of London.” Mr. 
Stevenson. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Pill (No. 43), intituled “An Act respecting the Hospital for Sick Chil- 
dren.” Mr. Thompson. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills, 

Bill (No. 45), intituled “An Act respecting the Waterloo Wellington 
Railway Company.” Mr. Asmussen. 

Referred to the Committee on Railways. 

Bill (No. 97), intituled “An Act respecting Liens of Mechanics, Wage- 
earners and others.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Oxx. 


GEORGE V. Marcu 8TH 63 





Bill (No. 98), intituled “An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act.” 
Mr. MacViear. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 99), intituled “An Act to amend the Judicature Act.” Mr. 
Oke. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 101), intituled “An Act to amend the Steam Boilers Act.” 


/ 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


% 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 61),. 
respecting Automobile Insurance, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again Tomorrow. 


The Attorney-General presented to the House certain Letters and Docu- 


ments in the matter of the Shevlin—Clarke, Company, Limited. (Sessional 


Papers, No. 62.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 
ee 
Wednesday, March 8th, 1922. 

PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CLock P.M. 
The following Petitions were read and received:— 


Of the City Council of Niagara Falls, praying that an Act may pass 


_ to ratify and confirm a certain By-law. 


Of the City Council of St. Catharines, praying that an Act may pass 


_ to ratify and confirm a certain By-law and for other purposes. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time: — 
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Bill (No. 102), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Crockett. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 103), intituled “An Act to amend the Highway Improvement 
wet.’ Mr. Black. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 104), intituled “An Act to abolish Bonusing Powers by Muni- 
cipal Corporations.” Mr. Crockett. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 105), intituled “An Act respecting the Examining and Licen- 
sing of Electrical Contractors and Journeymen Electricians.” Mr. Swayze. 


a 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 106), intituled “An Act to amend the C onveyancing and Law 
of Property Act.” ‘Mr. Hill. 


. Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 






Bill (No. 107), intituled “An Act to amend the Railway Employees 
Voting Act, 1918.” Mr. Stevenson. 


Ordered, ‘That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 108), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 109), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Voter’s List 
Act.” Mr. Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 110), intituled “An Act to vary and validate the timber lice 
ses of Shevlin-Clarke Company, Limited.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Mr. Drury, requesting the privilege of the House, proceeded to discuss 
the matter involving the Nepigon Pulp and Timber Limits and after some 
time spent therein, it was, on the motion of Mr. Ferguson, 


Ordered, That the discussion be postponed until Monday next. 


Mr. Drury presented to the House: 


An Agreement made on the Ninth day of February, one thousand nine 
hundred and twenty-two, between His Majesty, represented by the Honour- 
able the Minister of Lands and Forests for the Province of Ontario, herein- 
after called the Government, of the first part, and Lewis L. Alstead, Esquire, 
of the City of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, and George A. Seaman, 
Esquire, of the City of Chicago in the State of Illinois, hereinafter called 
the Grantees, respecting a lease, or leases, of Water Power on Pic River 
and Black Sturgeon Pulp and Timber Limits. (Sessional Papers, No. 63). 

The House then adjourned at 6.15 p.m. 








Thursday, March 9th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CLtock P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 

Bill (No. 111), intituled “An Act to amend the Election Laws Amend- 
ment Act, 1920.” Mr. Stevenson. . 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 112), intituled ““An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 113), intituled “An Act to amend the Beach Protection Act.” 
Mr. Mills. . 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 114), intituled “An Act respecting Licenses for Billiard and 
Poo] Rooms and Bowling Alleys.” Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
3-223 
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Bill (No. 115), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Crawford. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 116), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Lewis. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Hay asked the following Question :— 


1. Who were the commissioners appointed on the Public Service Com- 
missions. 2. Date of appointments. (a) Their occupations, (b) their post 
office addresses. 38. Number of public sittings of commission. 4. Total num- 
ber of days of service. 5. Remuneration if any arranged ‘before commissioner 
engagéd entered upon his work. 6. Total cost of commission paid directly 
by the Government. 7. Cost of commission paid through any other Govern- 
ment organization. 8. Total amount of account for services rendered by each 
commissioner, 9. Amount paid to each commissioner. 10. Balance if any 
due. 11. Total amount for expenses presented by each commissioner. 12. 
Amount paid to each commissioner. 13. Balance if any due. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Walter D. Gregory, Barrister-at-law, Toronto: Norman Sommerville, 
Barrister-at-law, Toronto; Dr. Horace L. Brittain, Director of the Citizens’ 
Research Institute of Canada, Toronto; Albert Hellyer, Farmer, Kenilworth. 
township of Arthur, and Edward A. Pocock, Editor, London. 2. June 30th, 
1920.—(a) Answered by one. (b) Answered by one. 3. Public sittings 
were held in 27 cities and towns other than Toronto, during 31 days. In 
Toronto the public sittings occupied 36 days. 4. 87. 5. None. 6. 
Dee 094 oO.) i INONG. “Se Way Gregory, $5,820.00; Norman Sommerville. 
$3,080.00; Dr. Brittain, $1,340.00; Albert Hellyer, $1,620.00; E. A. Pocock, 
$1,840.00. 9. Same as 8. 10. Services mot completed. Final accounts not 
rendered. 11. W. D. Gregory, $595.22; Norman Sommerville, $373.18 ; 
Dr. Brittain, $338.15; Albert Hellyer, $563.85; E. A. Pocock, $917.27. 19. 
W. D. Gregory, $594.92; Norman Sommerville, $373.18: Dr. Brittain. 
$336.35; Albert Hellyer, $563.85; E. A. Pocock, $914.87. 13. Services not 
completeed, Final accounts not rendered. 


Mr. Hay asked the following Question :— 
1. How many meetings did the Hydro-Electric Commission have during 


the year 1921. 2. Who were the Commissioners who attended each meeting. 
3. What was the length of time devoted by the Commissioners at each meeting. 
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To which Mr. Carmichael, Minister without portfolio, replied as follows: 


1. 25 regular meetings. 2. Mr. Lucas, 16 meetings; Chairman, 23 meet- 
ings; Mr. Miller, 9 meetings; Col. ‘Carmichael, 18 meetings. 3. From two 
to twelve hours each meeting according to the importance and number of 
matters to be dealt with. 


Mr. Casselman asked the following Question :— 
What were the respective amounts of money paid by the Hydro-Electric 
Power Commission as insurance premiums to insurance agents doing business 


in the City of Toronto for the fiscal year ending October 31st, 1921. 


And Mr. Carmichael, Minister without portfolio, replied as ‘follows :— 


Armour, Bell, Boswell & Cronyn ...... $ 1,542.00 
Azmstrongw | DeWatt- Con sitet elie 30.00 
ale Grae Rene ah oo ds ti UE ae 6,940.58 
rlonGaed Cian ive Ordre meet te chee oleae 15,562.19 
IB CCR aresd Rao oa geht eta eR 30.00 
Biter MVE a MOT ins ie ane SE ey aid Ponies 30.00 
Jonesy Proctor WTO ene ee te oa en 30.00 
DOU a Lia rye pean Fae see ki Gee ot 240.00 
Sem LORE Ocicasbsrty tl «fm Mca, Sars s ww sae: 16.00 
Dieu eG VTLUR TTI cee cecal aig tay iI Coon ak oat 2 os hao 
IMAC es Oi CONTIG AY cone aparskle mye WG als > 31,067.71 
Modland tyson W..Ps..waless. ilaigdaanloy om 4.0.00 
SOT rariete Gu Es Cra eee mec cor in eta seae oc sei. fons i SRC 30.00 
Reed, shaw & MeNamehteriiy 2). 885% Ge 384.41 
Inovaleliannance: Oo.) 28 new SA aes T815.61 
JUROR ohare nei sul is le SUR araeas tor raae re at il oi 196.00 
Thompson, Dale & Power Co. .......... 3,453.12 
Tee eel) ue ies op Slats tts aa «Ot on atte 504.00 
ACRE sph alson 8 (Od aati dlrs cays we Phere 5,287.76 
Wood, Meen & Paterson... i24.. 0.3 ..ebw, 6,732.12 


Mr. Sinclair asked the following Question :— 


1. How many members of the Ontario Legislature participated in the 
tour over the Provincial Highways in October last, as reported in the Farmers 
Sun of November 2nd, 1921. 2. What members of the Legislature partici- 
pated in the tour. 38. Was the tour organized by any member of the Govern- 
ment. 4. Was any part of the cost borne by the Government. 5. If any of 
the said cost was borne by the Government, what was the amount. 
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To which the Minister of Public Works replied: 


1. Fourteen, 2. Mr. Biggs, Mr. Oke, Mr. Webster, Mr. Ross (Glen- 
garry), Mr. Watson, Mr. Sewell, Mr. Freeborn, Mr. Leeson, Mr. Cameron, 
Mr. Warren, Mr. Cridland,. Mr. Fox, Mr. Taylor and Mr. Sandy. 3. No. 
4, No. 5. See answer to 4. 


Mr. Rennie asked the following Question :— 


What has been the cost of maintenance together with other expenses con- 
nected with Government House during the fiscal year ending 31st. October. 
1921. 


And the Minister of Public Works replied: 


$33,086.38. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1, Has the Liquor License Department in its employ a man by the name — 
of Samuel McCutcheon, alias McDunn. 2. What was the date of his appoint- 
ment. 38. What were his duties. 4. By whom was he recommended to the 
Department. 5. Is he still in the Government’s employ. 6. If not, was he 
discharged, or did he voluntarily resign. 7 What was he paid. 


And the Attorney General replied: 


1. No. 2. The Department had in its employ from the 26th of August, 
to the 16th of September, 1921, one Samuel Dunn, and from the 16th of 
September, 1921, to the 15th of November, 1921, one Samuel McCutcheon. 
3. Special Officers. 4. No one. 5. No. 6. Employment temporary and 
not re-engaged at completion of employment. 7. Paid at the rate of $100 
per month. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1. Was Police Officer Baugh in-the employ of the Government doing 
special duty in Toronto. 2. How much money was he paid for such special 
duty. 38. When was he employed. 4. What were his special duties. 5. Is he 
still in the employ of the Government. 6. If so, where. 
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And the Attorney General replied: 


. _d. Provincial Constable Baugh was sworn in as such constable on the 
24th November, 1921, and pending his departure for Brantford, on the 9th 
December, 1921, was used for Police duties at Toronto. 2. No money was 
paid him except his salary as Provincial Constable. 3. Answered by 1, 
4.. Answered by 1. 5. Yes. 6. Brantford. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1. Had the Liquor License Department in its employ the following female 
operators: Stella Bailey; . . . Bailey (sister of Stella Bailey); Mrs. 
Stanley Nash; Mrs. Cross; Mrs. Edna Collins. 2. When were each of the 
above engaged. 38. What were their respective duties. 4. What were they 
paid. 5, Are they still in the employ of the Government. 6. If not, did they 
voluntarily resign, or were they discharged. 7. Has the Liquor License De- 


partment any other female operators. 8. If so, how many, and what are their 
names. 


And the Attorney-General replied as follows: 


i. No. 2. Answered by 1. 3. Answered by 1. 4. Answered by 1. 


_ 5. Answered by 1. 6. Answered by 1. 7. No. 8: Answered by No. 7. 


Mr. Thompson asked the following Question :— 


1. Was Howard Stewart, of Weston, ever in the employ of the Liquor 
License Department. 2. If-so, when. 38. What were his duties. 4. Did ‘he 
resign voluntarily, or was he discharged. 


To which the Attorney General replied: 


_ 1. Yes, some years ago before this Government came into office. 
2. Answered by No. 1. 3. Special Officer. 4. Employment temporary and 
not re-engaged at completion of employment. 


Mr. Price asked the following Question :— 


1. Was Mr. Struck ever in the employ of the Liquor License Department. 
2. If so, when. 38. What were his duties. 4. Did he resign voluntarily, or 


_ was he discharged. 
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To which the Attorney General rephed: 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 8. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered by 
No. 1. 


Mr. Godfrey asked the following Question :— 


1. Was Lloyd Gordon ever in the employ of the Liquor License Depart- 
ment. 2. If so, when. 38. What were his duties. 4. Did he resign volun- 
tarily, or was he discharged. 


And the Attorney General replied in the words following: 


i. Yes. 2. From the 15th to the 31st of August, 1921. 3. Special 
Officer. 4. Employment temporary and not re-engaged at the completion of 
his employment. 


Mr. Price asked the following Question :— 


1. Was Wm. Hunter ever in the employ of the Liquor License Depart- 
ment. 2. If so, when. 3. What were his duties. 4. Did he resign volun- 
tarily or was he discharged. 


To which the Attorney General replied as follows:— 


1. Yes, some years ago before this Government came into office. 2. An-_ 
swered by No. 1. 3. Special Officer. 4. Employment temporary, and not re- 
engaged at completion of employment. 


Mr. Lennox asked the following Question :— 


1. Has the Liquor License Department had in its employ during 1920 
and 1921 the following: Tony Phillips, Phillip Raymond, Stanley Cairns, — 
Vincent Nas, Edward Lewis, H. Solomon. 2. When did their respective en- 
gagement commence. 3. Are they, or any of them still in the employ of the 
Government. 4. Did they voluntarily resign, or have they been discharged, 
and when. 
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1. Tony Philips, No; Raymond Phillips (not Phillip Raymond) Yes; 
Edward Lewis, Yes; Stanley Cairns, No; Vincent Nas, No; H. Solomon, No; 
2. Raymond Philips, on the 1st of May, 1921, Edward Lewis, April, 1918, 
3. No. 4. Edward Lewis resigned. Raymond Phillips employment. tem- 
porary, and not reengaged at completion of employment. 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Question :— 


1. Had, or has the Government in its employ operators:—Cecil Flack, 
Norman E. Havs, Johm E. King, Louis Schemnitz, James O’Leary and Wil- 
liam Hallam, Sr. 2. Are they still in the employ of the Government. 3. If 
not still in the employ of the Government, did they resign voluntarily or were 
they discharged, and when. 


To which the Attorney General replied: 


1. Yes, except J. E. King and William Hallam. 2. No, except A. Flack. 
3. Employment temporary and not re-engaged at completion of employment. — 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Questions :— 


1. Were there in the emiploy of the Liquor License Department as 
operators in 1920 and 1921 the following:—Jack Robinson, J. A. Bell, Leo 
Bellar, H. H. McCutcheon, Frank Budway, Stanley Nash. 2. Are they still 
in the employ of the Government. 38. If not, when did they quit. 4. Were 
they discharged or did they voluntarily resign. 5. What were their duties. 
6. What is the date of last cheque for wage issued to F’. Budway. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. Jack Robinson and Leo Bellar, No. J. O. Bell (not J. A. Bell), 
H. H. McCutcheon, Frank Budway, Stanley Nash, yes. 2. No. 3. J. O. 
Bell, November 30th, 1921; H. H. McCutcheon, October 16th, 1921; Frank 
Budway, December 31st, 1921; Stanley Nash, November 10th, 1921. 4, Em, 
ployment temporary, and not re-engaged at completion of employment. 
5. Special Officers. 6. December 31st, 1921. | 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question: 


1. Has the Government in its employ a police officer by the name of 
Charlton. 2. When did his employment commence. 3. What was his occupa- 
tion prior to his appointment. 4. Is he drawing a pension from the Toronto 
Police Pension Fund. 5. If so, how much. 6. What is his salary at the 
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present time. 7. Has the Liquor License Department in its employ 
a man by the name of Mulhall. 8. When did his employment com- 
mence. 9. What position does he hold. 10. Was he previously a member of 
the Toronto Police Force. 11. Was he discharged from the Toronto Police 
Force or did he voluntarily resign. 12. Does he draw a pension from. the 
Toronto Police Pension Fund. 13. What is his salary at the present time. 
14. Has the Government in its employ ia Police Officer by the name of Sarvis. 
15. In what capacity is he employed. - 16. What is his nationality. 17. How 
many sons has he. 18. Are any of them in the employ of the Government. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Mr. Charlton is a Provincial Officer under the Ontario Temperance 
Act. 2. November 8, 1920. 8. Inspector of Police. 4. Yes. 5. $87.00 
per month. 6. $125.00 per month. 7. Yes. 8. July 28, 1920. 9. Pro- 
vincial Officer under the Ontario Temperance Act. 10. Yes. 11. Resigned. 
12. Yes. 18. $125.00 per month. 14. Mr. Sarvis is a Provincial Inspector 
under the Ontario Temperance Act. 15. Answered by No. 14. 16. Canadian. 
17... Hight. 18. No. 


My. Ecclestone, asked the following Question: 


1. Had, or has the Government in its employ in the Liquor License 
Department during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of Alex. 
Courian. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he still in the employ of the 
Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was he discharged or did he 
voluntarily resign. 


And the Attorney-General replied: 


ie es: 2. Temporary Provincial Officer under The Ontario Temper- 
ance Act. 38. No. 4. October 15th. 1991. - 5. Resigned. 


Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. Had, or has the Government in its employ in the Liquor License 
Department during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of . . . Gunn. 
2. What were his duties. 3. Is he still in the employ of the Government. 
4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was he discharged, or did he voluntarily 
resign. 


To which the Attorney-General replied: 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 3. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered 
by No. 1. 5. Answered by No. 1. 
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Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. Had, or has the Government in its employ in the Liquor License 
Department during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of Karl 
Forester. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he still in the employ of the 
Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was he discharged, or did he 
voluntarily resign. 


And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 8. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered 
by No. 1. 5. Answered by No. 1. 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question — 


1. Had, or has the Government in its employ in the Liquor License 
Department during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of W. Cava- 
nagh. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he still in the employ of the Govern- 
ment. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was he discharged, or did ‘he 
voluntarily resign. 


To which the Attorney-General repled :— 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 3. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered 
by No. 1. 5. Answered by No. 1. 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question :— 


1. Had, or has the Government. in its employ in the Liquor License 
Department during the years 1920 and 1921, a man by the name of C. J. Zryd. 
9. What were his duties. 3. Is ‘he still in the employ of the Government. 
4, If not, when did he leave. 5. Wias he discharged, or did he voluntarily 
resign. | 


And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 8. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered 
by No. 1. 5. Answered by No. 1. 


Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. How many Community Halls have received grants from the Govern- 
ment during the fiscal year ending October 31st, 1921. 2. Where are the 
several Halls situate. 3. By whom were the respective Halls built, and what 
was the cost of each. 
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And the Minister of Agriculture replied :— 


1. Two. 2. Lakefield, Blyth. 3. Village of Lakefield, $38,000; Resi- 
dents of Blyth and Townships of E. Wawanosh, Morris Hullett, $25,000. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 61), Respecting Automobile Insurance, and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed 'the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit 
again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 5.45 p.m. 














Friday, March 10th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 © Orock ee awe 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 117), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act. 
Mr, Homuth. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 118), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Voters’ Lists 
Act. Mr. Staples. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Fall (No, 119), intituled “An Act respecting Voters’ Lists, Mr. Drury. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


i Bill (No. 120), intituled “An Act to amend The Municipal Act.” Mr. 
urry. 


Ordered, 'That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Ball (No. 121), intituled “An Act to amend the Limitations Act.” 
Mr. Staples. 


es 
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Ordered, That the Bill-be read the second time on Monday next. 


Mr. Black asked the following Question :— 


1. Did the Prima Minister, or any member of the Government, re- 
ceive a copy of a Resolution passed by the members of the, Ontario daily 
newspapers on or about June 4th, 1920, as follows:— 


WHEREAS press despatches to-day from Winnipeg quote the Mayor 
of Kenora as stating that the Backus pulp and paper interests at ort 
Frances have applied to the Ontario Government for valuable timber lmits 
along the English River and power development rights at White Dog Falls 
near. Kenora; 


AND WHEREAS, the same interests have not yet fulfilled the con- 
ditions on which they secured from the Ontario Government several years 
ago, a pulp wood concession. of eighteen Hundred square miles, in the Lake 
of the Woods district. 


AND WHEREAS, these are the interests that control the Fort Frances 
Pulp and Paper Company, Ltd., which recently cut off the newsprint sup- 
plies of its Canadian newspaper customers in order to ship its entire pro- 
duction to United States and which is still refusing to supply the newsprint 
requirements of its Canadian customers even at the current contract price 
for export to foreign countries ; 


AND WHEREAS, the Fort Frances Pulp and Paper Company, Ltd., 
was established partly with a view to supplying the newsprint requirements 
of the newspapers in that part of Canada, and in connection with its estab- 
lishment received valuable concessions from the Ontario Government ; 


BE IT RESOLVED that this meeting of publishers of daily newspapers 
in Ontario, that have been facing suspension owing to the threatened di- 
version of their newsprint supplies to United States, expresses its un- 
animous opinion that, in view of the attitude of the Backus interests to- 
wards domestic requirements of newsprint, it is not in the public interest 
that the Backus interests should be granted any further pulpwood or power 
concessions in Canada. 


AND THAT, all pulpwood :concessions previously granted to jthose 
interests in respect of which they may be in default should be cancelled 
forthwith ; 


AND THAT, a copy of this Resolution be forwarded to the Ontario 
Government, with a strong recommendation that effect be given to the recom- 
mendations herein made. 
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2. If so, what consideration did the Government give to the Resolution, 
and what action was taken by the Government. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied: 


1. Yes. 2. Before the receipt of this Resolution, the attention of the 
Government had been drawn to the paper shortage and efforts had been 
made by the Minister of Lands and Forests to obtain a supply for news- 
papers in Ontario, which were unable to secure paper. These efforts were 
continued after the receipt of the above Resolution, and in certain instances 
to which the Minister’s attention was specifically drawn by the Ontario 
newspapers, a supply was arranged for. Upon receipt of the Resolution 
a conference was held between the Canadian Daily Newspapers Association, 
the Fort Frances Pulp and Paper Company and the Government, and the 
Company was urged to meet the requirements of the Canadian press. Nego- 
tiations followed between the Paper Company and the Press, which resulted, 
in the Company undertaking to provide a supply for its former customers. 
Subsequently, in order to ensure a supply of paper in the future to the 
Canadian Press, the Government inserted in the Agreement for the exten- 
sion of the Lake of the Woods pulp limit concession, a clause providing that 
the Company must reserve a certain proportion of paper for consumption 
in Canada. The same clause was inserted in the English River pulp agree 
ment and in other agreements. 


Mr. Buckland asked the following Question :— 

1. What was the total amount of timber dues collected for the years 
1920 and 1921, respectively. 2. What was the amount of pulpwood dues 
collected for the years 1920 and 1921, respectively. 3. How much was paid 
for (1) spruce, (2) other pulpwood, during each of these years. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


hk DODV NE ae ee $2,315,417.32 (collections). 
1LO21 0 oe, eee $3,477,127.64 oF 

2. 1920); Suhre arlene $119,450.80 #3 
100 Rie Aer, $719,169.03 “ 


3. (1) 1920 Dues 40c. per cord. 
1921 “80. ver cord. 

(2) 1920 Dues 20c. ner cord. 
1921 “400. per cord. 
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Mr. Fowler asked the following Question :-— 


1. What was the date of sale of the Nipigon pulp concession in 1920. 
2. How long was it advertised. 3. In how many newspapers was it advertised. 
4. How many bids were received. 5. Who were the bidders and what was the 
amount of each bid. 6. Who was the successful bidder. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and figures 
following — | 


1. December 29th, 1920. 2. From October 2ist, 1920 to December 29th, 
1920. 3. Eighteen. 4. One. 5. Provincial Paper Mills, Ltd..° Toronto. 
Spruce Pulpwoed $1.33 Bonus addition Crown dues SOc. or $2.13 cord. 
Balsam and other Pulpwood 20c¢. Bonus addition Crown dues 40c or 60c. cord. 
Pine Sawlogs 5.00 Bonus addition Crown dues 2.50 or $7.50 M. Or such’ 
other rates as from time to time may be fixed by the Lieutenant-Governor- 
in-Council. 6. Answered by No. 5. 


On motion ef Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Henry, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of all correspon- 
dence, telegrams or communications between the Attorney-General, the Prime 
Minister or any member of the Government, N. W. Rowell or R. T. Harding, 
representing the Attorney-General, and E. W. Backus or any official of the 
Internation Lumber Company of Minnesota in connection with the action 
against the Shevlin-Clarke Company, relative to Berths 45 and 49 and 51. 


On motion of Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Henry, 










Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all 
_ correspondence between the Minister of Lands and Forests, the Prime Minis- 
ter, the Attorney-General, or any Member of the Government and E. W. 
Backus or any person on his behalf or any other company, firm or person, 
together with all estimates, reports, advertisements, conditions of sale, tenders, 
agreements, maps, decuments, memoranda and papers of every kind and 
nature relating to (1) The Lake of the Woods pulp concession; (2) The White 
Dog Rapids water power or any other waterpower in Ontario; (3) The Eng 
Tish River Pulp concession; (4) The Keewatin Lumber Company; (5) The 
Keewatin Power Company. 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
- Bill (No. 56), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 80), Intituled An Act to amend the Assessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Contre 
Bill (No. 81), Tio amend the Assessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 83), To amend the Highway Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 63), Respecting Reciprocal or Inter-insurance. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


The House then adjourned at 5.00 p.m. 








MONDAY, MARCH 1387, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 
The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the Table:— 


By Mr. Fenton, the Petition of the Town Council of Wiarton. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 72), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Wallaceburg.” 
Mr. Brackin. 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board. 
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Bill (No. 123), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act.” 
Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 124), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Railway and 
Municipal Board Act.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 125), intituled “An Act to amend The Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Tooms. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 77), To amend 
the Assessment Act having been read, 


Mr. Lewis moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
'And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 79), To amend The Municipal Act. 

Referred to The Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 71), To aid in the Grading and Packing of Fruit. 


Referred to a Select Committee to be composed as follows:—Messieurs. 
Doherty, Montgomery, Sewell, Leeson, Swayze, Cook, Black, Bragg and 
Marshall. 


Bill (No. 76), To amend The Private Detectives Act. 


Referred to a Committee of The Whole House To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 86), Respecting Mineral Rights in certain Canada Company’s 
Lands. 


Referred to a Committee of The Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 87), To amend The Mining Tax Act. 


Referred to a Committee of The Whole House To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
61), Respecting Automobile Insurance and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 62), 
Respecting Accident and Sickness Insurance and, after some time spent. there- 


in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 


Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 
6e0“_—0e—_—$@$@9u0O09aoO0OaOoO0namoOpmpmpoOHOomOoOOpyepp9aBRRY._— 0000+ 
TUESDAY, MARCH 14ru, 1929, 

PRAYERS. | 3.00 O’CrLocx, P/M. 
The following Petition was brought up and laid upon the Table:— 


By Mr. Sinclair, the Petition of the Town Council of Oshawa. 


Mr. Carmichael, from the Standing Committee on Standing Orders, pre- 
sented their Fourth Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 
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Your Committee have carefully examined the following Petitions and 
find the Notices as published in each case sufficient. 


Of the Town Council of Sudbury, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm certain By-laws. 


Of the Town Council of Walkerville, praying that an Act may pass to 
validate the Grant to the Corporation of certain lands and premises known 
as ‘“Willistead”; and for other purposes. 


Of the Town Council of Merritton, praying that an Act may pass to 
amend their Act of incorporation. 

Of the Township Council of York, praying that an Act may pass to 
validate certain sales of land and for the construction of certain Public Works. 


Your Committee recommend that Rule No. 51 of Your Honourable 
House be further suspended in this, that the time for presenting Petitions 
for Private Bills be further extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the 21st 
of March instant, and that the time for introducing Private Bills be ex- 
tended until and inclusive of Friday, the 31st day of March instant. 


Ordered, That the time for presenting Petitions for Private Bills be 
further extended until and inclusive of ‘Tuesday the twenty-first day of March 
instant. 


<= 


_ Ordered, That the time for introducing Private Bills be further ex- 
tended until and inclusive of Friday, the thirty-first day of March instant. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 17), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Walkerville.” 
Mr. Tolmie. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 32), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Sudbury.” 
Mr. McCrea. 

Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 

Bill (No. 41), intituled “An Act to amend an Act to incorporate the 
Town of Merritton.” Mr. Greenlaw. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 
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Bill (No. 89), intituled “An Act respecting the Township of York.” 
Mr. Henry. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 127), intituled “An Act to secure adequate provision for the 
maintenance of the Wife and Children of a Testator.” Mr. Watson. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 

Bill (No. 128), intituled “An Act to amend the Lands Titles Act.” 
My. Price. | 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 

Bill (No. 129), intituled “An Act to amend the -Registry Act.” 
Mr. Price. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 

Bill (No. 130), intituled “An Act to amend the Provincial Highways 
Act.” Mr. Biggs. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 

Bill (No. 131), intituled “An Act to amend the Highway Improvement 
Act.” Mr. Biggs. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His ~ 
‘ Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


The Public Accounts of the Province for the year 1921. (Sessional — 
Papers, No. 1.) 


Ordered, That the Public Accounts of the Province for the year 1921 
be referred to the Standing Committee on Public Accounts. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 53), 
To amend the Agricultural Development Act and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair;.and Mr. MacVicar reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. | 





ee 
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Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time Tomorrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command - of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Regulations and Orders in Council made since February 22nd, 1922, 
under the authority of the Department of Education Act, or of the Acts re- 
lating to Public Schools, Separate Schools, or High Schools. (Sesszonal 
Papers, No. 56.) 


Also—Report of Commission to conduct an Inquiry into the truth or 
falsity of charges relating to Toronto Police Court, ete., etc., ete. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 64.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.20 p.m. 





WEDNESDAY, MARCH 15rx, 1922. 
een suis io 3.00 O’CrLock, P.M. 
The following Petition was read and received :— 


Of the Town Council of Wiarton, praying that an Act may pass to ratify 
and confirm a certain By-law. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 182), intituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Insurance 
Act.” Mr. Homuth. 


‘ Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


4 
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Bill (No. 133), intituled “An Act to amend the Hydro-Electric Rail- 
ways Act.” Mr. Curry.- 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 134), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Curry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 135), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Asmussen. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 136), intituled “An Act to amend the Statute Labour Act.” 
Mr. Hall. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 137), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Murdoch. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 138), intituled “An Act to amend the Mothers’ Allowance 
Act.” Mr. Casselman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 139), intituled “An Act to amend the High School Act.” 
Mr. Gray. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time ‘To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 140), intituled “An Act to amend the Dog Tax and Sheep 
Protection Act.” Mr. Casselman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow, 


Bill (No. 141), intituled “An Act to amend the Rural Hydro-Klectric 
Distribution Act.” Mr. Casselman. . 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow, 


Mr. Cook asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the total amount of Legislative grants paid for the year 1921, 
(a) To Rural Public Schools, (b) To Rural Separate Schools, 2, What 
amounts of the Legislative Grants have been paid to:—(a) Itural Public 
Schools, (b) Rural Separate Schools, apportioned upon the following basis: 








> 


a 
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(1) 
(2) 


(3), 


perience. 


(4) 
(5) 


$50,000. 


According to assessment. 
The annual salary paid to teachers. 
Grade of certificate held and length of the teacher’s teaching ex- 


The equipment and accommodation of the schools, 
A graded “Fixed Grant” where the section assessment is less than 


To which the Minister of Education replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


1. (a) $1,510,289.95.  (b) $135,627.52. 


2. (1)— Assessment Public Separate 
Below $30,000.00 . ........ $ 167,352.94 $ 7,348.20 

$ 30,000—$ 40,000. ...... 47,043.80 15,653.18 
40,000== “60,000; 25005...’ 102,625.08 18,576.96 
BD002= 100. 000n wwsiiecs =. 932 632.66 93,632.01 
100,000— 300,000 + ...... 707,584.57 54,665.69 
300,000—and over ....... 198,144.95 10,365.28 


$1,455,883.95 $130,241.27 


Equipment & Aieccommodation 
(about $12.00 per 
School Section) . ...... 54,906.00 5,886.25 


$1,510,289.95 $135,627.52 


(2. 3. 4 & 5.)— 3 Public Separate* 
d THE ct beg Ce 7 gm Ata ere hore tthe ge LE bt OCU! tee eo oteU) 
Grant-on certificate . ........ 118,145.80. 12,880.32 
Regular Grant on Salary . ... 372,638.79 44,143.14 
Supplementary Grant on 

Sere: st 947,494.36 69,934.61 
Equipment & Accommodation 54,906.00 5,386.25 


$1,510,289.95 $135,627.52 


*This includes the 92% pro rata increase to R.C. Separate Schools. 
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Mr. Magladery asked the following Question :— 


1. Were the following, during the years 1920 and 1921, or either of said 
. years in the employ of the Liquor License Department:—Leslie Trubell, Mrs. 
Ingram, James Meeke, George Rutca, James Cantwell, Albert Cross, I. A. or 
F, W. Martin, B. McCarger, Blondie Clark, Mr. Choppin, Mr. Speik, Sidney 
F. Spong. 2. What are, or were the duties of each. 3. Are they, or any of 
them still in the department. 4. If so, which of them. 5. If not in the de- 
partment, why did each sever his connection. 6. Did each voluntarily resign, 
or was he discharged and when. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. James Meeke, George Rutca, James Cantwell, B. McCarger, Mr. Chop- 
pin, Mr. Speik, Sidney F. Spong, Yes; Others, No. 2. Special Officers. 
3. Yes, some of them. 4. James Cantwell, Mr. Choppin, S. F. Spong. 
5. Employment temporary and not re-engaged at completion of employment. 
6. Answered by No. 5. 


Mr. Lennox asked the following Question :— 


1. How long were Stanley Hallam and William Hallam in the employ 
of the Liquor License Department. 2. When were they first employed and 
when did they quit. 38. What were their duties. 4. Did they resign volun- 
tarily or were they discharged. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. These men were County Constables, and were not appointed under 
the Ontario Temperance Act. They were employdd by Mr. Spracklin. 
2. August, 1920, October 31st, 1920. 8. Assisting Mr. Spracklin in the enforce- 
ment of the Ontario Temperance Act on the Essex border. 4. Employment 
temporary and not reemployed at completion of employment. 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question :— 


1. Has any money been paid to R. T. Harding for any purpose since 
31st October, 1921. 2. Has R. T. Harding accounted for all Provincial funds 
entrusted with him or over which he had control for any purpose whatsoever. 
3. What was the amount of such funds. 3. How much of it has been returned 


to the Government. 5. For what purposes did he make the various expendi-. 


tures from such funds. 
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To which the Treasurer replied as follows — 


1. Yes. 2. Yes. 3. $95,776.44. 4. None. All monies accounted for 
by returns. 5. See Public Accounts 1920-21, pages E83 to E86 inclusive. 


~ 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question :— 


1. What arrangement was made with Shirley Denison, K.C., to pay 
him for any services performed for the Government. 2. What amounts have 
been paid him, and for what services. 3. What accounts has he rendered to 
the Government (a) For services; (b) For disbursements. 4. For what pur- 
‘poses were the disbursements. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


1. None. Just retained. 2. $7,000.00. For services and expenses in 
connection with Timber Investigation. 3. (a) $15,404.30; (b) $698.50 
4. The ordinary expenses in connection with carrying on the Investigation. 
Of the above amounts an account for $11,701.49 is in process of taxation. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1. Had the Government in its employ during the years 1920 or 1921, a 
man by the name of . . . McCoy. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he 
still in the employ of the Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was 
he discharged, or did he voluntarily resign. 6. Had the Government in its 
employ during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of Charles West, 
alias Webb. 7. What were his duties. 8. Is he still in the employ ofthe 
Government. 9. If not, when did he leave. 10. Was he discharged, or did he 
voluntarily resign. 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


_ 1. Yes, (Earl McCoy). 2. Special Officer. 3. No. 4: March 1, 1929. 
5. Dismissed. 6. Yes, (Charles Webb). 7. Special Officer, for enforce- 
ment of Ontario Temperance Act. 8. Yes. 9. Answered by No. 8. 10. An- 
swered by No. 8. 


Mr. Black asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the title of the official head of the Sub-treasury Branches. 
2. What is his name. 3. What is his remuneration. 4. What is the term of 
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his employment. 5. What are his duties. 6. Who recommended him to the 
Provincial Treasurer. 7. What was his former occupation and remuneration. 


And the Treasurer replied as follows :— 


1. Director of Sub-Treasury Branches. 2. Morley E. McKenzie. 
3. $6,000.00. 4. Permanent. 5. Complete charge of the administration of the 
Sub-treasury Branches, under the direction of the Provincial Treasurer. 
6. No one. 7. Bank Manager, Government has no knowledge of former 
remuneration. 


Mr. Buckland asked the following Question :— 


1. Had the Government in its employ during the years 1920 or 1921, a — 


man by the name of Partidge. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he still in the 


employ of the Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was he dis-_ 


charged or did he voluntarily resign. 
To which the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. Yes, (W. E. Partidge). 2. Provincial Officer under the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act. 3. Yes. 4. Answered by No. 3. 5. Answered by No. 3. 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— 

1. Who is the Lewis Alstead referred to in the agreement made by the 
Government in connection with the Pic River and Black Sturgeon Pulp Con- 
session under date of February 9th, 1922. 2. What is his nationality. 
3. Where does he reside. 4. Has he any relationship or business connection 
with E. W. Backus. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


1. Lewis L. Alstead of the City of Milwaukee in the State of Wisconsin. 
2. Do not know. 3. Answered by No. 1. 4. Do not know. 





Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— 


1. Has the Prime Minister, The Attorney General or any member of the | 


Government received verbally or otherwise any proposals or recommendations 


for the appointment of Mr. Peter Heenan of Kenora, as the Government repre-_ 
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- sentative on the Hydro-Electric Commission. 2. Has E, W. Backus or Lewis 
Alstead supported the recommendation for his appointment. 3. What action, 
if any, has the Government taken in connection with the matter. 


To-which the Premier replied :— 


1. Yes. 2. The Government is not aware of the attitude of the persons 
named. 3. No action taken. 


Mr. Stover asked the following Question : 


1. To whom did the Department of Lands and Forests issue permits 
or timber licenses for Rouse Island. 2. What amount was paid for them. 
3. What is the name of the Official looking after the Government’s interest 
~ at Rouse Island. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and figures 
_ following :— 


1. Timber license—to A. E. Graham, Gore Bay. 


2. Bonvs. Crown Dvss. Tora. 
Pind dics nee, $17.50 $2.50 $20.00 
RCE. ores. Bt Foy) oe LOTOO 2.00 12.00 
Gola ean ee 10.00 2.00 12.00: 
Other Timber ... 8.00 1.50 9.50 
dine Geman e rer Om atten 10 as 
Spruce pulp- | 

WOOK. i. He ak T00F .80 1.80 
Other pulp- | 

BPO 97 Ce. 50 : 40 90 
Fuelwood ..... 50 | 25 is: 
Cedar posts .... 01 de 03 
Cedar  poles— 
30 ft. and less .. 1.00 25 £25 
BP to 20 Tee ae. : 1.50 .50 2.00 
AG SORT AES: 9.50 th 3.95 


51 ft. and over . 4.00 1.00 5.00 


3. J. G. McCaw, Acting Crown Timber Agent, Sudbury. 
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On Motion of Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House a Return of copies of all 
documents, maps, correspondence and jpapers dealing with the purchase, 
expropriation or acquiring of a certain property occupied as the Presbyterian 
Manse at the Village of Vernon, in the County of Carleton, at the Depart- 
ment of Highways, or any official thereof. 


On Motion of Mr. Stover, seconded by Mr. Pinard, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House a Return of copies of all 
letters, telegrams or other correspondence during the year 1921 between 
any Minister of the Government or of any Member or Officer of the Ontario 
License Commission with any person or Corporation relating to the charges 
laid against Constable Lefevre, Provincial Police Force, and Constables 
Fleming, McKenzie and Michaud, the North Bay Police Force. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 75), To amend The Ontario Railway Act. 
Referred to The Railway Committee. 


Bill (No. 98), To amend The Local Improvement Act. 


Referred to The Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 104), To abolish Bonusing Powers by Municipal Corporations. 


Referred to The Municipal Committee. 


The House then adjourned at 6.10 p.m. 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 16rn, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CrocK, P.M. 
The following Petition was read and received :— 


Of the Town Council of Oshawa, praying that an Act may pass to 
authorize the Corporation, when extending Water Works System, to charge 
lands abutting thereon an annual rate of assessment. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 142), intituled “An Act 'to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Crockett. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 148), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Thompson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 144), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Ecclestone. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 145), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” 
Mr. Henry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time T'o-morrow. 


Bill (No. 146), intituled “An Act respecting Natural Gas.” 
Mr. Brackin. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 147), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Henry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 100), intituled ‘An Act respecting the construction and opera- 
tion of Municipal Electric Railways.” Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 149), intituled “An Act to amend the Northern and North- 
Western Ontario Development Act.” Mr. Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the name of Mr. Brown be added to the Standing Com- 


mittee on Agriculture and Colonization. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 


Bill (No. 64), ‘Respecting Insurance Agents, Brokers and Adj usters.” 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To morrow. 


The Order, of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 65), 
Respecting Insurance Rating Bureaus, having been read 


Mr. Raney moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time, 


And a Debate having ensued, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 


Mr. Drury delivered to Mr. Speaker a Message from the Lieutenant- 


Governor, signed by himself; and the said Message was read by Mr. Speaker, 
and is as follows :— 


it ai i al a 
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H. COCKSHUTT. 


The Lieutenant-Governor transmits Supplementary Estimates of certain 
sums required for the service of the Province for the year ending 31st October, 
1922, and recommends them to the Legislative ‘Assembly. 

GoveRNMENT Hovsg, 


Toronto, March 16th, 1922. 


(Sessional Papers, No. 2.) 


Ordered, That the Message of the Lieutenant-Governor, together with 
the Estimates accompanying same, be referred to the Committee of Supply. 


The Order of the Day for the House again to resolve itself into the Com- 
- mittee of Supply having been read, 


Mr. Smith moved, 


That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House do resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply. 


And a Debate having ensued, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Sinclair. 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 


The Attorney-General presented to the House:— 


Agreement in the matter of the Settlement of Suits of the Shevlin-Clarke 
Company, Limited. (Sessional Papers, No. 66.) 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


| Interim report of the Public Service Commission respecting the Regis- 
try Office of the County of York. (Sesstonal Papers No. 64.) 





The House then adjourned at 6.05 p.m. 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 17ru, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CrocK, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 148), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Swayze. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 150), intituled “An Act respecting Presqu-ile Park.” _ 
Mr. Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 151), intituled “An Act to amend the, Assessment. Act.” 
Mr. MacVicar. : 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 152), intituled “An Act respecting the Registration of Nurses.” _ 
Mr. Nixon. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 158), intituled “An Act to amend the Motor Vehicles ‘Act.” 
Mr. Swayze. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 154), intituled “An Act to amend the Highway Act.” 
Mr. Swayze. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


‘Mr. Sinclair asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the total to date expended on the Kingston Road, including 
bridges, in each of the Townships of Pickering, Whitby, and East Whitby 
(a) for building (b) for maintenance. 2. What is the cost to date per mile 
of said road including bridges in each of said townships (a) for building 
(b) maintenance. 3. What is the total estimated cost of completing said 
road in each of said Townships. 4. What is the total estimated cost per mile 
for completing said road in each of said Townships. 5. What is the total 
mileage of highway in the County of Ontario. 6. What is the total amount 
to date charged against the County of Ontario for said highway ? 
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| To which the Minister of Public Works replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


lata) peickering ‘Township <7. a. . - $668,663.82 
Whitby EAS a Ne itametes 65,075.49 

UVES GAVULLUD YS 1 he Opes Stee 8 ies 42,115.79 

(b) Pickering Township . ...... OE, G7 1 
Whitby inte SpAtate: Macs 4,957.17 
MLO SNL Sh ie to tad Jet oo lee 4, 14,441.71 

Zoo ae iekeringe™= Township >.) a. .0.5 ee 68,934.42 
Whitby fee Unt errs i 31,589.83 
‘INET Sei OEETSL ieee ati ieee i Ae at tea 10,771.80 

Gb) aRickering**Townshipeesy 1,201.21 
Whitby Ba) bros 2,406.39 
Wiatby Hast. ue) efx ¥ Agee oO; CLOPLO 

3. Pickering’ Township <4 .2 ii... 251,100.00 
Whitby Las es Bioessays 83,282.00 
NUTS A Stee eit wm ee 41,777.00 

4, Pickering’ Township aie: ) 44: 10,991.45 
Whitby fd Wa Ge acy taht 40,428.15 

AW GD Yer dias yet ge ra a 10,684.65 


5. 17.57 miles. 6. $200,064.68. 
Mr. Dewart asked the following Question:— 


1. What was the total amount borrowed or for which the credit of the 
_ Province was pledged, upon Bonds, Treasury Notes, and other forms of author- ? 
ized Provincial securities in the fiscal year from November Ist, 1920, to Octo- 
ber 31st, 1921. 2. What was the total amount realized upon such securities. 
_ 8. How much of the said amount was realized by the sale of bonds. 4. How 
much by the issue of Treasury notes or bills. 5. How much upon any other 
form of security, specifying the form of such securities. 6. How much of 
the total amount realized was used to take up and pay off previous loans or 
liabilities. 7. What were the alphabetical designations, amounts and dates 
of such loans so taken up or paid off. 


To which the Treasurer replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. $98,812,500.00. 

2. 96,892,091.60; Accrued Interest, $253,842.27. 
3. 69,937,469.00; Accrued Interest, 186,757.81. 
4. 26,954,622.60; Accrued Interest, 67,084.46. 
5. None. 6. $26,876,378.73. 
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7. Treasury Bills “LL,” dated November 15, 1920, 


Due May 15thy-19 216 eee ee ears: ee ps $ 1,050,000.00 
Treasury Bills “MM,” dated December 15, 1920, | 

Due Jimet Lothy 192 1s eee ree 1,030,020.00 
Treasury Bills “HH,” dated May 15, 1920, 

Due November 15th, 1920 ............ - 8,090,000.00 
Treasury Bills “GG,” dated November 8, 1919, 

Due “Mays, 1102070 ee eee 1,052,071.20 


$334,000. ed Nov. 16, 1920, 

$333,000. ” Feb. 38, 1921, 

$333,000. ” May 38, 1921. 
Treasury Bills “JJ,” dated June 15, 1920, 


Due December 15th, 1920 ...:....\.... 4,200,291.50 
Treasury Bills “KK,” dated October 15, 1920, 

Doe April) loth, 1922) "i2. eee 6,178,848.43 
Treasury Bills “NN,” dated April 1, 1921, 

Due October dst. 1921 = 5 meet 10,291,147.50 
Loan “E.F.G.”, Due October 1, 1919, 

(These four Bonds were outstanding) .... 4,000.00 


Mr. Pinard asked the following Question :— 


What was the total amount of Revenue derived from the Amusemeut 
Tax collected in each city within the Province of Ontario during the fiscal 


year 1920-1921. 


To which the Treasurer replied in the words and figures following ies 


Bel Lewy sell ens sis cctete sees saeh «Ngee tee aston ce $ 4,394.11 
Brantford. <i: cae en 2) ee eee eae 17,962.07 
Chatham: > \acGreedsc ia ee eeae oe mee 5,862.72 
Fort Walliam 5 Gea aire 14,612.38 
Galt si cse. see Res trite ee ee 7,723.94 
Gnel pli «sas so seca leas cea oe 8,619.14 
Ham tothe, 2 ecspsaeades - Suceetd een ee 136,480.93 
Kinoston.-2 . dees oor ee eee 17,025.76 
Kitchener»: on. 5.0 eae ee 17,162.00 


London? 3¢ 2. k See 44,577.73 
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ivamara Pe ia GAs Sea EE SON 8,885.03 
TREN Byte hc. Ato igh ae pe tes Oe aR We Pra gn 56,635.86 
SVCTLEROOLILILY Seugtetiis: SOF Soe aie Cound 4ce 3,927.33 
Pee EOL ns eR ea te Bia aca he 0 Sp 13,992.76 
Pare eerie: Mek ae te kes oie oo 9,508.26 
eC a DPA IRS 2 wld erating tenis wi of sr itiosee 12,429.90 - 
Ro iYan Lalo Aon yantotins coor ear gees aes. oe 10,229.90 
SVATTG. Maiers ee a RAN era en ye nee SA 8 ERY 12,504.94 
alll pte, wharie | eit ssrwn. . civilly os 11,859.65 
UP Rc aa nes tees vena ker ts 11,200.84 
NOL UATL Ca un cee ne teh a ko Benne | 3,458.98 
NV IGOR npr teat eens echo unee ss qs ”.-- 255102.82 
Woodstock®. mc 0k.9% RLU ix ¢ pom kes 3,492.82 
OPOULOU Aa kre te TAA CM eke Re 624,613.70 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


What was the total amount on 31st October, 1921 of all outstanding Gov 
ernment cheques issued prior to and inclusive of 31st October, 1921. 


And the Treasurer replied :— 
$8.588.059.17. 


mm) 


Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. How much money was expended on Provincial Highways in the Coun- 

ty of Peel during the year 1921. 2. What amount was expended in 1921, 

on that portion of Dundas Street from County of York West to Huron Ontarie 

Street in Peel County. 38. What was the total expenditure on Dundas Street 
within the County of Peel. ) 


And the Minister of Public Works rephed :— 
| 1, $423,766.19. 2. $255,353.19. 3. $319,352.89. 


i ee 


Mr. Tolmie asked the following Question :-— 


1. Who was appointed Surrogate Judge in the County of Essex to suc: 
ceed the late Judge John C. Dromgole. 2. What was the date of the appoint: 
— ment of his successor. 3. Was the said appointment gazetted. 4. Was any 
one appointed temporarily. 5. Was Judge Smith, Junior Judge of the County 
of Essex a member of the Windsor Police Commission. 6. If so, was he 
removed therefrom. 7. If so, for what reason. 


J-22-4 





98 | Marce# 177TH 1922 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words following: — 


1. His Honour Judge John Joseph Coughlin. 2. 15th September, 1921 
3. No. 4. No. 5. He was never so designated by Order-in-Council, 
6. Answered by No. 5. 7 Answered by No. 5. 7 


Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. How many loans have been made under the Act to assist Co-operative 
Associations in marketing certain farm products. 2. What was the total 
amount of money loaned. 


To which the Minister of Agriculture replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


1. One. 2. $2,000.00. 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question :-— 


1. Did the Government have the “Thyra” operating in Georgian Bay 
waters during 1921. 2. What was the cost of fitting up this boat. 3. What 
rental was paid for the use of this boat in 1921. 4. What was the total cost 
of operating the “Thyra” for the season of 1921. 5. Is it the intention of 
the Government to use the “Thyra” this season, if not, for what reason. 


And the Minister of Mines replied in the words and figures following :— 


ipeies. 2. $939.165 2°38) None 2 45S34107 46) anes ves: 


Y 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question :— 


1. Did the Government have a fishing tug built at Midland in 1921. 
2. If tenders were called for, how many were received and what prices were 
submitted. 3. What machinery was installed. 4. What was the total cost 
of the fishing tug completed. 


And the Minister of Mines replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Not a fishing tug, but a patrol boat. 2. Three tenders ,—hull—only ; 
$16,000, $12,800, $12,750. 8. Scotch boiler, seven by nine, fore and aft 
compound engine, turbine generator lighting plant and net lifter. 
4. $17,407.10. Including equipment, installation and alterations te 
machinery. 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 68), To amend the Line Fences Act. 
morerree to the Municipal: Committee. 


Bill (No. 90), Respecting the Maintenance of Deperiod: Wives and 
Children. z 


Referred to the Lega] Committee. 


Bill (No. 95), To reduced the Bussiness Assessment of Brewers and 
Malsters. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 115), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 117), To amend the Municipal Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 69). 
Respecting General Sessions of the Peace and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed ‘him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 76), 

To amend the Private Detectives Act and. after some time spent therein, Mr. 

Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Committee 
had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 86), 
Respecting Mineral Rights in certain Canada Company’s Lands and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth 
reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without 
any amendment. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 87), 
To amend the Mining Tax Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments having been read a second time were agreed to. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House then adjourned at 5.00 p.m. 


MONDAY, March 20th, 1992. 
‘PRAYERS. } 3.00 O’Crock, P.M. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House :— 


That the Clerk had received from the Railway and Municipal Board, 
their Report in the following case :— 


Bill (No. 29), To confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 
The Report was then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows :— 
T'o The Honourable, The Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61(a@) of Your Honourable House to 
the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board, of Bill No. 29 (1922), entitled 
“An Act to confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville,” the Board begs 
leave respectfully to report that in the judgment of the Board it is reason- 
able that such Bill should be passed by Your Honourable House, provided 
the preamble is amended as shown in the copy of sugh Bill attached hereto 
and also by striking out the words “for the purpose of paying the floating in- 
debtedness of the town and the cost of completion of the sea-wall on the lake 
front” in the third, fourth and fifth lines of Section 1. 


The expenditures amounting to the sum of $24,992.07, referred to in 
the Bill, were nearly all incurred for discount on sale of debentures, a seawall, 
fire hall and site, and other works of a permanent character, and for this rea- 
son the Board recommends that power be given to issue debentures for twenty 
years, as provided for in the Bill. 


ee Sete 
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fer aie we 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Dated at Toronto, Gh D. M. McInrvyrg, 
this 17th day of March, A.D., 1922. Chairman. 
Jey Ase lub TS: 
Commissioner. 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 29), Tio confirm By-law 650 of the Town of 
Oakville be referred to the Committee on Private Bills, with instructions to 
consider the same with reference to suggestions of the Railway and Municipal 
Board thereon. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 155), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” 
Mr. Lewis. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 156), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Curry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 157), intituled “An Act to amend the Motor Vehicles Act.” 


Mr. Biggs. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 158), intituled “An Act to regulate the operation of Public 


Vehicles.” Mr. Biggs. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 159), intituled “An Act for One Day of Rest in Seven.” 
Mr. McNamara. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Before the Orders of the Day were called, Mr. Speaker rose to give his 
ruling upon the question of the right of a private member to introduce Bill 


_ (No. 84), To provide for a Provincial Board of Alienists, and addressed the 
_ House as follows :— 
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With respect to (Bill 84), known as an Act to provide for a Provincial 
Board of Alienists which I hold directs that there shall be appointed a Board 
by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council and the charge and expenses of the 
Board shall be paid out of such sums as may be voted by the Assembly, this 
Bill cannot be introduced by a Private member, because in the 54th section of 
the Imperial Act 30 Victoria the British North America Act, 1867, it is pro- 
vided that the House shall not adopt or pass any vote, resolution or address, or 
Bill for the appropriation of any part of the Public Revenue or any tax or 
impost to any purpose that has not been first recommended by a message of 
the Lieutenant-Governor in the Session in which such vote, resolution, address 
or Bill is proposed. 


And, furthermore, as the Bill is of no effect unless money is provided 
by the Legislature it is grossly improper that it should be introduced by a 
private member. And, therefore, the Bill is out of order and should be erased 
from the Order Paper. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1. Has the Government during 1920 and 1921 hired an automobile for 
the Liquor License Department from Nathan Slavin, 2. How much money 
has been paid to Slavin for the hire of his automobile, or for any other pur- 
pose during 1920 and 1921. 


And the Attorney-General replied :— 


He was paid $40.00 for services as taxi driver rendered to an officer of 
the Ontario License Board. 


Mr. Pinard asked the following Question :— 


1. Upon whose recommendation was J. F. McKinley appointed as Ju- 
venile Judge for Ottawa. 2. What are his qualifications for the position. 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words following:— 


1. The Attorney-General. 2. He has been a member of the Municipal 
Council of Ottawa, is a successful business man, is a member of the Big 
Brotherhood Movement and has had extended experience in working with de- 
linguent boys or boys who are inclined to delinquency and has devoted a large 
part of his time to bettering their position. 


Mr. Henry asked the following Question :— 


1. How many members have been appointed to the Agricultural Develop- 
ment Board. 2. What are their names and addresses. 3. By whom were they 
recommended. 4. What are their qualifications for receiving such appoint 


ment. 
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And the Minister of Agriculture replied in the words following :— 

1. Three, as provided by the Act. 2. A: G. Farrow, Oakville; W. Bert 
_ Roadhouse, Deputy Minister of Agriculture, Toronto; R. T. Jennings, Assis- 
tant Auditor, Toronto. 3. Minister of Agriculture. 4. Several years busi- 
‘ness training followed by eight or nine years as a successful farmer and live 
stock man. Twelve years experience as an officer of the Ontario Department 
of Agriculture. Sixteen years experience on the staff of the Audit Depart- 
ment of the Provincial Government. 


Mr. MeLeod asked the following Question :— 
1, Had the Government in its employ an Officer by the name of F. Stick 
for the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act in the County of Stor 


mont. 2. If so, have his services been dispensed with. 3. If so, for what 
reason. 


And the Attorney-General replied :-— 


1, Yes. 2. Resigned. 3. Answered by No. 2. 


On Motion of Mr. Thompson, seconded by Mr. Godfrey, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of all papers, 
documents, memoranda, recommendations, letters, telegrams and communica- 
cations of every kind between any Municipal corporations, associations, bodies 
or persons and the Prime Minister or any Mimister of the Government re 
garding the appointment or suggestion to appoint Peter Heenan, M.P.P. for 
Kenora, a member of the Hydro-Electrie Power Commission of Ontario. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 103), To amend The Highway Improvement Act. 
Referred to The Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 118), To amend The Ontario Voters Lists Act. 
Referred to a Select Committee to be hereafter named. 

Bill (Noa 121), To amend The Limitations Act. 


Referred to The Legal Committee. 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the second reading of Bill (No. 65), Respecting Insurance Rating 
Bureaus, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, 
The Motion for the second reading having been again proposed, was car- 


ried, and the Bill was read the second time and referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 61), Respecting Automobile Insurance and, after some time spent therein, 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him’ to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 54), 
To amend The Ontario Farm Loans Act, and after some time spent therein, 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


_. The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 62), Respecting Accident and Sickness Insurance, and after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, 
That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 63), 
Respecting Reciprocal or Inter-insurance, and after some time spent therein, 


oe 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Attorney-General presented to the House :— 


The Report on Blue Sky Legislation, by A. H. O’Brien. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 67.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 


oo 











TUESDAY, March 21st, 1929. 
PRAYERS | 3.00 O’Crock, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their First Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments :— 


Bill (No 23), An Act to incorporate Ottawa Street (Hamilton) Lali 
Railway Company. 


Bill (No. 30), An Act to amend the Constitution of Huron College. 
Your Committee beg to report the following Bills without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 1), at Act respecting The Waterloo County Loan and Savings 
Company. 


Bill (No. 20), An Act respecting the Village of Waterdown. 


Your Committee recommend that the fees less the actual cost of printing 
be remitted on Bill (No. 16), “An Act to separate the Village of Haliburton 
from the United Townships of Dysart and to erect the same into an incor- 
porated Village,” the same having been withdrawn by the promoters thereof. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing be remitted on 
Bill (No. 16). Village of Haliburton. 
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The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 160), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Evanturel. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 161), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Stringer. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 162), intituled “An Act to amend the Public Lands Act.” 
Mr. Bowman. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 163), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
McAlpine. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 164), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Marshall. ; 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 165), intituled “An Act to amend the municipal Act.” Mr. 
Hill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
/ 


Bill (No. 166), intituled “An Act to amend the Execution Act.” Mr. 
Hill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 167), intituled “An Act to amend the Toronto and Hamilton 
Highway Act.” Mr. Biggs. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 168), inttituled “An Act to amend the Public Lands Act.” 
Mr. Hall. ? 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


a 
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On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the name of Mr. Bragg be added to the Standing Com- 


mittee on Fish and Game. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 

The Debate was resumed, 


And after some time, it was on the Motion of Mr. McCrea, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Thursday next. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 63), 
Respecting Reciprocal or Inter-Insurance, and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 88), To amend The Mining Act of Ontario. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 113), To amend The Beach Protection Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 119), Respecting Voters Lists. 


Yeferred to a Select Committee to be hereafter named. 


_ 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :-— 


Report on the Distribution of the Revised Statutes and Sessional Statutes. 
(Sessional Papers, No. 68.) | 


Also—Interim report on operation of Land Titles Act in Northern Ontario 
of Public Service 'Commission. (Sessional Papers, No. 69.) 


Also—Regulations and Orders-in-Council made since March 2nd, 1922, 
under Department of Education Act relating to Public Schools, Separate 
Schools or High Schools (Sessional Papers, No. 56.) 


The House then adjourned at 10.50 P.M. 











WEDNESDAY, MARCH 22nn, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CrocxK, P.M. 


Mr. Speaker informed the House :— 


That the Clerk had received from the Railway and Municipal Board, 
their Report in the following case:— 


Bill (No. 24), Respecting the Town of Collingwood. 
The Report was then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows:— 
Lo The Honourable, The Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario 


Upon the reference under Rule 61(a) of Your Honourable House, to 
The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board of Bill No. 24 (1922), entitled, 
“An Act respecting the Town of Collingwood”, the Board begs leave respect- 
fully to report that in the judgment of the Board it is reasonable that such 
Bill should be passed by your Honourable House, provided it is amended 
as shown in the copy of such Bill attached hereto. ; 


The indebtedness amounting to the sum of $37 3852.30 referred to in 
the Bill was nearly all incurred for works of a permanent character, and 
for this reason the Board recommends that power be given to issue debentures 
therefor for twenty years as provided for in the Bill. 
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‘The Board does not recommend that authority be given to consolidate 
certain existing debentures amounting to the sum of $105,729.62, and to 
issue further debentures payable in twenty years to retire same when they 
become due. In the opinion of the Board power should not be given to renew 
debentures in this manner, unless very strong and sufficient reasons therefor 


are shown, and such reasons have not been shown to the satisfaction of the 
Board in this case. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 


_ Dated at Toronto, D. M. MoInryrz, 
this 21st day of March, A. D. 1929. Chairman. 
J22v Beis: 
Commissioner. 





Ordered, That Bill (No. 24), Respecting the Town of Collingwood, be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills with instructions to consider the 
same with reference to the suggestions of the Railway and Municipal Board 
thereon. 


~ 


Mr. Carmichael from the Standing Committee on Standing Orders 
presented their Fifth Report, which was read as follows and adopted. 


Your Committee have carefully examined the following Petitions and 


find the Notices as published in each case sufficient; 


Of the Village Council of Iroquois praying that an Act may pass to 
authorize the borrowing of certain moneys and to validate the Assessment of 
1921; 


Of Sidney Tannenbaum of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass to 
authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to'admit him to practise as a 
Barrister and Solicitor; 


Of Thomas Lindsay Robinette of the City of Toronto, praying that an 
Act may pass to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit him 
to practise at the Bar; 


Of Ernest Duval and others of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass 


_ te incorporate the Canadian Chiropractic College Limited ; 


110 Marcu 22Nnp 1922 


Of the City Council of Toronto, praying that an Act may pass authoriz- 
ing the passage of a By-law for the issue of Consolidated Debentures . 


“Mr. Carmichael from the Standing Committee on Standing Orders 
presented their Sixth Report, which was read as follows and adopted. 


Your Committee have carefully examined the Petition of the Town 
Council of Wiarton, praying that an Act may pass to ratify and confirm a 
certain By-law for borrowing the sum of $18,000.00, to pay certain extra- 
ordinary expenditures and the present floating debt of the Corporation and 
they have had a Declaration filed before them stating that Notice of the 
proposed Application to the Legislature would be published in “The Ontario 
Gazette’ on the 11th March instant, and in “The Canadian Echo”, a news- 
paper published in the Town of Wiarton, on the 15th March instant, and that 
the said Notice would further be published in each subsequent issue of both 
said publications for a period of six weeks or until the proposed Act shall 
have been finally reported on by the Committee on Private Bills. 


The Declaration further states that one hundred posters containing a 
copy of the said Notice have been posted up in the most conspicuous places 
in all sections of the said Town; also that copies of the said poster were 
mailed to each of the ratepayers of the Town of Wiarton who reside outside 
the limits of the said Town. 


Evidence was also produced shewing that a public meeting of the 
ratepayers of the Town had been called and held to consider the advisability 
of applying for the proposed Legislation. 


In view of the foregoing Your Committee are of the opinion that all 
parties interested have had ample opportunity of becoming aware of the 
proposed legislation and they would therefore recommend that the Notice 
as published be held sufficient. 


Mr. Nixon from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law presented 
their First Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bill and beg 
to report the same without amendment; 


Bill (No. 68), An Act to amend The Line Fences Act. 
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The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 40), intituled “An Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper 
Canada to admit Thomas Lindsay Robinette to practise at the Bar of His 
Majesty’s Courts in Ontario.” | Mr. Brackin. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 42), intituled “An Act respecting the Village of Iroquois.” 
‘Mr. Casselman. 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board. 


Bill (No. 44), intituled “ An Act respecting the City of Toronto.” 
Mr. Thompson. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 46), intituled “An Act to incorporate the Canadian Chiro- 
practic College, Limited.” Mr. Swayze. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 48), intituled “An Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper 
Canada to admit Sidney Tannenbaum to practise as a Barrister and Solicitor.” 
Mr. Lennox. of ee 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 169), intituled “An Act to amend the Jurors Act.” Mr. 
McLeod. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 170), intituled “An Act to amend the Separate Schools Act.” 
Mr. Pinard. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 171), intituled “An Act to amend the Separate Schools Act.” 
Mr. Pinard. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 172), intituled “An Act to amend the Comunity Halls Act.” 
Mr. Evans. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 178), intituled “An Act to amend the Dog Tax and Sheep 
Protection Act.” Mr. Sandy. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 174), intituled “An Act to amend the Disqualification Act.” 
Mr. Rennie. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 175), intituled An Act to amend the Highway Improvement 
vct.’: — Mr. “Taylor. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


On Motion of Mr. Doherty, seconded by Mr. Grant, 


Ordered, That the reference of Bill (Nw. 71), To aid in the packing and 
grading of Fruit to the Select Committee of the last Session of the Legisla- 
ture to be cancelled and instead thereof the Bill do stand referred to the 
Standing Committee on Agriculture and Colonization. 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the name of Mr. Sandy be added to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Fish and Game. | ) 


Mr.. Hay asked the following Question: 


1. Who were the commissioners appointed to the Hydro Radial Com- 
mission. 2. What was the date of their appointments. (a) Their occupa- 
tions and (b) their Post Office addresses. 3. What was the number of publie 
sittings of the commission. 4. Total number of days of service. 5. Re 
_ muneration, if any, arranged before commissioner engeged entered upon his 
work. 6. Total cost of commission paid directly by the Government. 7. Cost 
of commission paid through any other Government organization or Hydro- 
Electric commission. 8. Total amount of bill presented by each commis- 
sioner. 9. Amount paid to each commissioner. 10. Balance, if any due. 
11. Total bill of expenses presented by each commissioner. 12. Amount paid 
to each commissioner for expenses. 13. Balance, if any due. 14. Did any 
member of the commission protest either by letter or verbally to the Govern- 
ment, against reductions being miade in the amount of his rendered account, 
and if so, who. 
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And the Attorney-General replied in the words and digures following: 


1. The Honourable Robert Franklin Sutherland, one of the Justices 
of the Supreme Court of Ontario, Brigadier General Charles Hamilton 
Mitchell, C.B., C.M.G., D.S.O., C.E., LL.D., Dean of the Faculty of Applied 
Science and Engineering, University of Toronto, Fred Bancroft, Esq., 
Journalist, all of the City of Toronto, in the County of York, William Andrew 
Amos, Esq., Agriculturalist, of the Town of Palmerston, in the County of 
Wellington, and Andrew Fullerton McCallum, Civil Engineer, of the City 
of Ottawa, in the County of Carleton. 2. July 21st, 1920. (a) and (b). 
are answered by the answer to question No. 1. 3.112. 4. 180 days. 
5. There was no rate of remuneration agreed upon before the Commissioners 
_ entered upon their work. 6 and 7. Amounts paid directly by the Govern- 


 ment:— 


Services of engineering experts, ete: 

L, A, Herdt, Consulting Engineer .... $ 2,763.00 
RUC OLEIUC ea en Mah 2 vuln TES Cras | 764.85 
(See Public Accounts, 1921.) 

J. G. White, Engineering Corpora- . 


BRE walt, Reus eek RRS Oa BE « BRO” Beate i ya 12,231.85 
R. A. Feustal, Engineering Expert ... i OS 
(Paid since October 31st, 1921.) $ 16,512.96 


Amount paid through the Chairman of 
the Radial Railway Commission for 
services of Engineering experts, 
Counsel, ete. 

(See Public Accounts, 1921.) 


Services of four Commissioners and 


SECS CU a ei ree Si SIRO ae Og en a $ 23,600.00 
Legal Services: 

NE re TL olrriplin ae a ks ae 32,712.50 

Advance to R. S. Robertson ...... 4,000.00 
Expert Evidence: 

POP Es. GPCI Geir erase cho hc hoes $ 9,874.23 

i fobs pehateonberickr once) wuaksaetes.. 10,582.90 
Reporting Evidence..........+...+:-- 13,942.92 


Meee ise OTs Sams otoe tn SG Soe es 13,284.91 
$107,997.46 


Total of amounts paid directly by the Government. $124,510.42 
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Paid by the Hydto-Electric Power Com- 
mission on behalf of the Municipalities 
and the Hydro-Electric Radial Associa- 
tion. 


Legal Services: 
Roe McKay i. era ee ae 


Engineering experts: 
Bs) AN Olds ie eee oe enon 
Ford, Bacon & “hlarrisia s.r ee 
Wood, Hulse, Yates & Co. ....%... 
Reporting slividence a... 2.0, are 
Miscellaneous. iia. tee ars a eee. 


Dsbursements of the Hydro-Electric 
Power Commission for Legal Services: 
C.. 8S. Moae lninessea ae ee 
Ox Cs Robinsorte: sixeua ee ree 


Accounts against the Government now 
being adjusted: 
Disbursements and Services: 

RG. Robertson. =n sy cose 


dexpert. Evidence stints wae nee | 


$ 36,955.00 


54,780.81 
13,378.62 
12,891.13 
10,538.60 

6,985.89 


$ 8580.45 
19,449.37 


$ 21,858.68 
3,150.00 


$ 25,008.68 


Oharges made by the H. E. P. C. for 
salaries of employees, use of office, 
blue prints and stationery used 


Expenses charged by the H. E. P. C. 


against the enquiry but which are 
ultimately chargeable against proposed 
Padwal TALlWwaye vias ete eee 


} 


$127,425.29 


$ 38,067.45 


$135,530.05 


$ 28,029.82 


TOTAL; OF ACTUAL. DISBURSEMENTSi: 4.) Mim area letters $288,070.29 
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8. Excepting the Chairman, $9,000.00. 9. Excepting the Chairman, 
$5,000.00. 10. Balance claimed, subject to adjustment, $4,000.00. 11. Mr. 
Amos, $1,362.56, Mr. Bancroft, $245.00, Gen. Mitchell, $221.45, Mr. McCal- 
lum, $1,967.00. * 12. Same as above. 13. No balance due for expenses. 
14. Answered by 10. 2 


Mr. Lennox asked the following Question: 


1. Had the Government in its employ during the years 1920 or 1921, 
a man by the name of James Douglas. 2. What were his duties. 3. Is he 
still in the employ of the Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 5. Was 
he discharged, or did he voluntarily resign. 6. Hiad the Government in its 
employ during the years 1920 or 1921, a man by the name of Jack (Kid) 
Stage. 7. What were his duties. 8. Is he still in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment. 9. If not, when did he leave. 10. Was he discharged, or did he 
voluntarily resign. | 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. Yes. In the Department of Mines. 2. Assistant to Departmental 
draughtsman at North Bay from the 23rd of August to the 31st of October, 


1920, when he resigned. Assisting in preparing mineral collections for pros- 


pectors and Mining Recorders from 29th June, 1921 to 14th January, 1922, 
when his work was completed. Assistant dranghtsman, Mines Department, 
from 25th January, 1922. 3. Yes. 4. and 5. Answered by No. 2. 
6. No. A man by the name of J. S. Stagg was employed as a detective by 
Inspector Blackwall, of Temiskaming, from April 27th to June 5th, 1921. 
This man was not employed directly by the Government. 7. Answered by 
No. 6. 8. Answered by No. 6. 9. Answered by No. 6. 10. Employment 
temporary and not re-engaged at completion of employment. 





Mr. Buckland asked the following Question: 


1. Had the Government in its employ during the years 1920 or 1921, 


‘a man by the name of Gordon Campbell. 2. What were his duties. 3. Ts 
* he still in the employ of the Government. 4. If not, when did he leave. 


5. Was he discharged, or did he voluntarily resign. 
And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. No. So far as can be ascertained. 2. Answered by No. 1. 
3. Answered by No. 1. 4. Answered by No. 1. 5. Answered by No. 1. 
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: 


Mr. Lewis asked the following Question: 

1. Is the Mr. Seaman, who is a partner of Lewis Alstead in the owner- 
ship of the Nipigon Timber Limits, the same man as the G. M. Seaman 
who tendered unsuccessfully against E. W. Backus for the English River 
Limits and who was stated at that time to be a paper broker handling a great 
deal of the output of Mr. Backus’ mills. 

And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied as follows :— 


Do not know. 


Mr. Hill asked the following: Question: 


1. How many days has the Timber Commission sat since J anuary Ist, 
1921. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


Thirty-eight days. 





Mr. Allan asked the following Question :— 


1. Has the Government purchased or has it any agreement or option to 
purchase the old Knox College property on Spadina Avenue. 


To which the Minister 6f Public Works replied in the negative. 


Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 


1. Is there one, a Mr. Farrow, now in the employ of the Government. 
2. When did his services commence. 3. Did he resign from one position to 
take another, and if so, when. 4. How many scrub bulls did he purchase 
for the Government while in their employ. 5. What was the price paid for 
each. 6. From whom were they purchased. 7. To whom were they sold, 
and what price was secured for each. 8. What commission was paid, if any, 
to Mr. Farrow for his work, 


And the Minister of Agriculture replied :— 


1, Yes. 2. August 10, 1921. 3. No. 4, None. 5. Answered by 4. 6. 
Answered by 4. 7. Answered by 4. 8. No commigsion, 


. 
ra ’ - 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time: — 
Bill (No. 91), To amend theAssessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. : 


Bill (Noe. 102), Te amend the Assessment Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (Xe. 106), To amend the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act. 
Referred to the teal Committee. 

Bill (No, 107), To amend the Railway Emplovees Voting Act, 1918. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 108), To amend the Municipal Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Commitiee. 


Bill (No, 109), To amend the Ontario Voters Lists Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


Bill (No. 111), To amend the Election Laws Amendment Act. 


Referred to a Select Committee to be hereafter named. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 96), To amend 
e Public Health Act, having been read - 


Mr, Crockett moved 


That the Bill be now read the second time 





And the question, having been submitted, was carried on the following 
ivision -— 
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YEAS. 
Messieurs : 
Bragg. Hay. MiacVicar. Ross. 
Brown. Heenan. Mageau. Oar ory 
Cameron. Hicks. Marshall. Sewell. 
Carmichael. Homuth. Mills. Slack. 
Casselman. Johnson. Montgomery. Smith. 
Cridlanidl. Changes) Murdoch. Stevenson. 
Crockett; Johnston. Nickle. Stringer. 
Denyes. eimeoe Nixon. Swayze. 
Doherty. Joynt. Oke. Taylor. 
Evans. Leeson. Raney. Tisdelle. 
Fenton. Lethbridge. Rankin. Tooms. 
Fox. McArthur. Rollo, Warren. 
Freeborn McCrae. Ross. Watson. 
Grant. McCreary. (Glengarry) / Webster, 
Greenlaw. McDonald. Widdifield—55. 
: Nays. 
Messieurs : 

Allan. Godfrey. Treland. Mewhinney. 
Asmussen, Govenlock. Kennedy. Pinard. 
Crawford. Gray. Lang. Rennie. 
Eeclestone, Halcrow. McLeod. Thompson. 
Evanturel. Hall. McNamara. Tolmie—26. 
Ferguson. Henry. MacBride. 
Fowler. Hill. Marceau, 

Parrs 

Nonz. 


And the Bill was thereupon read the second time and referred to the 
Municipal Committee. 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of the Commission to make inquiries and report wpon all matters 
and things connected with or relative or incidental to the seizure on or about 
the 21st of April, 1920, of a car of whiskey at the City of Chatham, etc., etc., 
ete. (Sessional Papers, No. 70.) 


Also—Report of the Minister of Public Works for the Province of 
Ontario for the twelve months ending October 31st, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 13.) 


Also—Report of the Board of Governors of the University of Toronto 
for the year ending June 30th, 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 18.) 


Also—A Return to an Order of the House of 15th March, 1922, That 
there be laid before this House a return of copies of all documents, maps, 
correspondence and papers dealing with the purchase, expropriation or acquir- 
ing of a certain property occupied as the Presbyterian Manse at the Village 
of Vernon, in the County of Carleton, at the Department of Highways, or 
any official thereof. (Sessional Papers, No. 71.) 


Also—A Return to an Order of the House of 28th February, 1921, 
That there be laid before this House a Return showing :—1. All fines and 
confiscations of property under The Game and Fisheries Act for each of the 
years 1916-17-18-19-20, imposed by game wardens, overseers or other repre- 
sentatives of the Department. 2. The number of such cases brought before 
a Magistrate of which there is any record for each year as above and the 
numbers of recorded convictions. 8. The amounts for each year received by 
the Government and the amounts paid each year to informers. 4. Copies of 
instructions issued to game wardens, overseers or other representatives from 
time to time during the period 1912-20, dealing with the method of levying 
fines and directing seizure of property. (Sessional Papers, No. 72.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 23rp, 1922. 
PRAYERS, 3.00 O’CriocK, P.M. 


Mr. Raney from the Standing Committee on Private Bills presented 
their Second Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments :— 


Bill (No. 8), An Act respecting the County of Grey. 


s 


Bill (No. 6), An Act respecting the City of Brantford. 
Bill (No. 26), An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 
Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 28), An Atct respecting the Town of Mimico. 
The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 176), intituled “An Act to amend the Travelling Shows Act.” — 
Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 177), intituled “An Act to amend the Separate Schools Act.” 
Mr. Magean. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Testanae, 


Bill (No. 178), intituled “An Act to amend the Childrens Protection — 
Act.” Mr. Nickle. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 179), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Drainage 
Act.” Mr. Mewhinney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 


And After some time, it was on the Motion of Mr. Mageau. 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Tuesday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 74), 
To amend the Land Transfer Tax Act, and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 113), 
To amend the Beach Protection Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. ) 


‘Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 55), To consolidate the Municipal Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


First, Annual Report of the Minimum Wage Board for the year 1921. 
(Sessional Papers No. 78.) 


The House then adjourned at 10.45 p.m. 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 24rnu, 1929. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CrocKx, P.M. 


Mr. Nixon from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law presented 
their Second Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


This Committee recommends to the House that Public Bills purporting 
to amend The Municipal or The Asssesment Act, not being Government 
measures, be allowed to be introduced up to and including Wednesday, 
the twenty-ninth day of March next. 


Ordered, That the time for introducing Municipal and Assessment Bills 


be extended until and inclusive of Wednesday, the twenty-ninth day of March 
instant. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 180), intituled “An Acct respecting the Registry offices in the 
County of York.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time om Monday next. 


Bill (No. 181), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 182), intituled “An Act to amend the Sheriffs Act.” Mr. 
Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 
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Bill (No. 183), intituled “An Act to amend the Wolf Bounty Act.” 


Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Mr. Pinard asked the following Question: 


1. What was the total number on the 31st of October, 1919, 1920, and 
1921 respectively of permanent members of the Inside Civil Service of the 
Province and (a) the total number in each Department thereof on the same 
above date. 2. What was the total number of temporary members of the above 


Inside Service upon the same days and years. 


To which the Premier replied in the words and figures following :— 


ANSWER TO Question 1: Total number of Permanent Members of the 


Inside Civil Service on October 31st, 1919, 1920, and 1921:— 


DEPARTMENTS. : 1919 1920 
Office of the Lieutenant-Governor ....... | 3 
Peru aVELTM SCO a iy sis Selaed spleens Ws 5 on ceote as 9 10 
POT CALE RUN cai at cas sees NO, Sly We DORR 53 55 
PNTLOEUON-CrCnerale bane sali Ae was ecwie 132 125 
MU CatlOuet gies ter uae cies we toa Nana its ak hit 135 
Fanier and VU ISNeries acd Gass oie es eI) etd 20 
NAD OUT ere ee ors cee ey ek aa a 36 ( 44 
Provincial Board of Health, ( 
4930 and MODT oe oteeruned sacle oh ( 58 
Lands and Forests (and Mines, 1919) ... 125 93 
MEIN OSERY Sci tM Nea BSL, LTA Be 32 
Praviticial yoccreuary +... ee. see es se ( 96 128 
Provincial Board of Health, .......... ( 
if alin, SaaS eae ota Gear cu te ( 30 
PHOS eUN EVE re oe nee ees) aU 5T 
ABE CVV OT eS souks 6 65 be ek ae alee nae hak 8c 83 3 
LPO Pert ty 2 eats” (hs anny Atsas eth oa ketel es 72 93 
CONG ETS Biel gs od Ae ae eA ees ear LS ene 


1921 
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ANSWER TO Qurstion 2: Total number of Temporary Members of the 
Inside Civil Service on October 31st, 1919, 1920, and 1921:— 


DEPARTMENTS. 1919 
Office of the Lieutenant-Governor ..:..... ~ 
Prime -Miiister oro: sees ee ee 6 
Agriculture iv. caer sn 0s wend.) Veneers, ents 8 
Attorney-General 620. .aa,ube ty aoe * 7 
FH UCatiOno ie amc hes oa tea ee ee 59 
Game and Wrsnereg 22 oes oe ee pee if 
Labour: scotia: 1s cee eis ocean 23 
Provincial Board of Health, ........ he 
1920, and: 19215 a ea. ae ee 


Lands and Forests (and Mines, 1919) .... 28 
Minos 2. t: orci. hae opens dt i eae 


PTOvInG! a) SeCreka ry sega eet ent re 
Provincial Board of Health, ...:.... ( 

1919; -s LiPE BER RRE Oter apes. vt ( 15 
Publics Hiehwayssecerane te Seer eee 54 
Public: Works: 273 2a, 35 een. eee 126 
Tféasurer 7. ee ee oe er ee 32 
Audit: ‘OUie 7a een eo eerie enemies 10 
Total 4492 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question :— 


1920 


oe 


1921 


rN 


1. When was the Laundry destroyed or damaged by fire at the Penetang 


2. What was the estimated cost of repairing the Laundry. 


3. Where is the laundry work for this institution being done. 4. How much 
has been expended on laundry work for this institution from the date of the 
fire to date. 


3. At the Ontario Hospital, Penetanguishene. 


And the Provincial Secretary replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


1. June 12th, 1920. 2. The estimated cost of replacing the Laundry 
and the making of necessary repairs to damaged buildings was $25,000. 


4. $14,774.46. 


{ 
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a 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Question :— 


1. How many Civil Servants over the age for superannuation are still 


in the Service. 


To which the Primier replied :— 


Fifty-six, who are entitled to superannuation. 


A The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill CN on85).5) To 
amend The Evidence Act having been read, 3 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 112), To 
amend the Assessment Act having been read, 


aN 


Ordered, That the Order. be discharged, and that the Bill be AML ah 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill? (No eig3 hs 
amend The Hydro-electric Railway Act having been read, 


Ordered, That ae Order be discharged, and that thé Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 134), To 
amend The Municipal Act. having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 
Following Bills were severally read the Record time :— 

Bill (No. 78), To amend The Municipal Act. 

Referred to the Municipal Comittee. 

Bill (No. 101), To amend The Steam Boilers Act. 


Referred to Committee on Agriculture and Colonization. 





126 Marcu 2778 1922 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No, 136), To 
amend The Statute Labour Act having been read, 


Mr. Hall moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put. wag lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 





The House then adjourned at 5.45 p.m, 





Monday, March 27th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3,00 O’Orock, P.M, 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time: 


Bill (No. 184), intituled “An Act to provide for the more equitable 
taxation of lands in certain townships.” Mr. Walker. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow, 


Bill (No, 185), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act,” 
Mr. Joynt. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time Tomorrow, 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No, 24), Vo it 
corporate Ottawa Street Incline Company, having been read, it was 


_ Ordered, That the Order he discharged and that the Bill he recon 
mitted to the Private Bills Committee for further consideration and rene 


Ce 
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Mr, Ramsden asked the following Question :— 


1, How many Senior Matriculation students were refused admission 
to the Toronto University to study medicine. 2. Why were they refused. 


And the Minister of Education replied in the words following :— 


1, “No students from the Province of Ontario, holding equivalent to 
Senior Matriculation standing, were refused admission to study in the Univer 
sity of Toronto. The candidates who were refused admission were:— 
(a) All applicants whose homes were outside the Province of Ontario, with 
the exception of one returned soldier and two students who had been ad- 
mitted to the First Year in 1920, and, having failed to obtain standing, ap- 
plied to be admitted for the second time in 1921. (b) All applicants of 
eighteen years and less who held no standing in advance of Pass matricu- 
lation, These numbered 64 and were promised preference if they applied 
again in 1922, presenting either the required Honour Matriculation certif- 
cates or complete First Year standing in the Faculty of Arts. 2. Answered 
by above, 


Ma, Godfrey asked the following Question :— 


1. How many professors are now in the employ of the Toronto Univer- 
sity Medical Faculty, 2. How much of their time are they supposed to de- 
vote to university matters, and what is their remuneration. 3. What time, 
if any, are they allowed to devote to private practice. 4. How many men 
on the statf of the Medical Faculty, devote part of their time to hospital 
work, 5, What remuneration did they receive for sueh work. 


To which the Minister of Edueation replied in the words and figures 
following -— 


Professors. 


1, Dr, H. B. Anderson, Clinical Pathology 2.2... Without salary. 
B. A. Bruce Clinical Surgery oo. foc 02 4 § 700.00 
Bat Glarke, Payohiatry hs boek els AA 500.00 


J, GQ. Pitegerald, Hygiene (also in Connaught 
Laboratories) ...... 4,000.00 
D. A. L. Graham, Medicine & Clinical Medicine 10,000.00 
*V. Jd. Harding, Pathological Chemistry .... 4,800.00 


*V. E. Henderson, Pharmacology .......... 5,000.00 
“A. Hunter, Biochemistry. ... .....5...65.4.5.", 6,000,00 
J. AL, MaeCallum, Ophthalmology ...... jes 700.00 


‘I, d. Mackenzie, Pathology & Bacteriology ... 6,000.00 
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4 J. J..R. Machecdibiysiology =e... i, en 6,000.00 
(Pi oMicMainrich esAmatem ys eas oe ee 6,000.00 

A Primrose; *(Whiical Surgery Oe. Te. & 1,000.00 
R. De Rudol  Vitera peices. watesen. sacs as 1,000.00 
G. Silverthorn, Medical Jurisprudence ...... 700.00 
Cc Sha tr se OPO Cys sane eee eeiepe con anette 10,000.00 
B. P. Watson, Obstetrics & Gynecology ..... 1,000.00 
D. J. G. Wishart, Oto-Laryngology ........ 700.00 
Associate Professors. 
H. B, Anderson, Clinical Medicine ........ Without salary 
Alan Brown, Medicine (Pediatrics) ...... ” fe 
G. Chamlbers, Clinical Medicine ............ 450.00 
J. T. Fotheringham, Medicine & Clinical 
Medicines? acts iad eames 700.00 
W. Goldie, Clinical Medicine ............ Without salary 
PG -Goldsmitn.isarynvolioy sn te 350.00 
S. Mo Hay, -Clinical Surgery. ces ee 450.00 
W. B. Hendry, -Obstetrics & Gynecology 
(Special work) 2.2.74... 500.00 
K.-C,. Mellwraith Obstetrics eae. 450.00 
P. W. H. MeKeown, Clinical Surgery ...... 700.00 
FF. W. Marlow, Gynecology. te 2 ee 350.00 
G. Rovee.:Oto-Laryngolory vm. a. 25 ae 350.00 
FP. Na Ge starr, ‘Clinical. Sureeryus0) ieee. 700.00 
W. B. Thistle, Clinical Medicine ... 02.0... 600.00 
*H. Wasteneys, Biochemistry <2. 52. sce 4,200.00 
Assistant Professors. 
*J. By Collips Patholosiesl Chemictiy (2... 3,250.00 
R. D. Defries, Hygiene (also in Cannaught 
baboratories) eye. seat, 1,000.00. 
D: T. #raser,, Hiyeiowe eye 15 eee 2 3,000.00 
*H. B. Maitland, Pathology & Bacteriology .... 8,000.00 
*J. M. DY Olmstead, :Physrelogyive wae 3,375.00 
*N. C. Sharpe, Pharmacology, at rate of ...... 3,000.00 
Fd, Oo. Watt, Ame ampere cee eae reser 3,500.00 


The salary of Prof. A. L. Graham is paid out of the Eaton Endow- 
ment fund and that of Prof. C. L. Starr out of the Rockefeller Fund, 
2. Those members of the Faculty of Medicine in the above list before whose 
names an (*). stands, give their full time to the University. 3. Dr. C. L. 
Starr and Dr. Duncan Graham are allowed two hours a day for private prac- 
tice. Dr. Watson devotes four or five hours a day to the University and 
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Hospital. 
to the University and Hospital. 


sons devote part of their time to hospital work. 


Drs. MacCallum and Wishart devote three to four hours a day 
4. In addition to the above list, 118 per- 


Owing to readjustment 


of the scale of honoraria to be given in the present year to members of the 
staff of the Faculty of Medicine, who devote part of their time to hospital 


work, is now ‘being considered by the Board of Governors. 


5. The Toronto 


General Hospital pays no remuneration for clinical work. 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question: 


1. Is Wallace Nesbitt, K.C., engaged in any work by the Government 


or any Department or Minister thereof. 
3. What are the terms of the arrangement. 


his duties. 


2. If so, what is the character of 


And the Attorney-General replied as follows :— 


1. No. 2. and 8. Answered by the reply to question No. 1. 


Mr. Casselman asked the following Question: 


What were the respective amounts of moneys paid by the Hydro-Electric 
Power Commission as insurance premiums to Insurance Agents doing busi- 
ness in the City of Toronto for fiscal years ending 1919 and 1920. 


To which Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied :— 


1919 

8.6. 
Armstrong, DeWitt & Co. .. 30.00 
Boiler Inspection & Ins. Co. . 7.20 
mate © ' Co, Utd tt 398.21 
ames Clewlett..0). 55.) sas 30.00 
Irish & Maulson, Ltd. ... 30.00 
Jones & Proctor Bros. ..... 30.00 
Pow J. MeMulkin. ..<3....... 538.10 
Maguire & Connon ...... 1,435.70 
Mediand & Son .s...5...- 30.00 
amin O. Deatby 6s is es 0. 30.00 
Reid, Shaw & McNaught .. 435.87 
Ridout & Strickland ...... 51.00 


J-22-5 


1920. 
$ « 


Armstrong, DeWitt & Co. 30.00 
Dale & Co., Ltd. ...... Eee LT,0D5.89 


J ames Hewlitt.........% 30.00 
Trish & Maulson, Ltd. .... 30.00 
Jones & Proctor Bros. .... 30.00 
dir Ti Locke Shoe io; 6 5k 16.00 
Teed Lesding ie vet 189.00 
B& J) MeNhilkin® 32... 3,303.69 
Maguire & Connon ...... 16,867.03 
Metiand’G pon. scl. 30.00 
Miutitz. Oe Beatty, «3s... os 30.00 
Reid, Shaw & McNaught .. 412.41 
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1919. 1920 
$ «. $ ¢. 
bop BN iret hw reapno an Raee na aaa CRSKeM UL kamid steel WDGe Fir? hu ieee beings built 196.00 
Fete PeN El iers oye fe crm Na 511.00 Thompson, Dale & Pow- 
A. E. Wilson & Co., Ltd. .. 4,643.86 eros Gi «age had whe 515.75 
RPSaVlliers Sia oe Seiies 511.00 


A. E. Wilson & Co., Ltd. 4,661.59. 


Mr. Casselman asked the following Question: 


1. Is the Honourable I. B. Lucas in the employ of the Government or 
of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario. 2. If so, in what 
capacity is he engaged. Upon whose recommendation was he engaged, and 
what salary does he draw. } 


And Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied in the words 
following :— 


1. Temporarily in the employ of the Hydro-Electric Power Commis- 


sion. 2. Solicitor to assist in various legal and semi-legal matters. Ap- 
pointed on recommendation of the Commission. $600.00 per month. 


——- ———- —_ -— —--—- -- 


Mr. Hall asked the following Question: 


1. Is the Hon. I. B. Lucas employed by the Hydro-Electrie Commission. 
2. If so, in what capacity. 3. What salary does he receive. 


To which Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied :-— 


1. Yes. 2. Solicitor to assist, temporarily, in various legal and semi- 
legal matters. 3. $600.00 per month. 


Mr. Lewis asked the following Question: 


1. What were the respective amounts paid by the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission as insurance premiums to Insurance agents or brokers doing 
business outside of the City of Toronto for the fiscal vear ending October 
81st, 1921. : 5 


a 
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And Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio. replied in the words 
and figures following :— 


Canadian Westinghouse Co.. Hamilton ........ ...+. $7,500.00 
eset RRS Ce ce 2 ee de A ae a cr 7 ~ 30.00 
OS AP OCS 2 S21 CS | Ce 72.50 
SD SFOS. CA YOMOLSROULD ctor vn ves Saccnk . 0s nena pre 49.7] 
We tere eNITIGS VE ADUSON Are cc SS oN cs a eek mw 140.07 
SPAR Oser ss WOON His aes 65 nk Se Av —-§89.83 
ane MEN TI OO Ro ick as a aa vk wise be Wkiar eee 1,004.60 
Brot MG Tn, Gb Cit. WV ANGROE: Ss ow eles Skew WO ka de 1,450.95 
GESPAIT CE ORANG WIDGOD Gow eee kw OER Sa 203.58 
See PGR Gta ON VV ENUSOE Sek ak 56 ax Oi ow o os 182.06 
Pia A RG VNOIdE. GF 0D, WINGSOE seo. ck Oe eA ea Sens 61.74 
Mortimer & Bampfield, Niagara Falls .............. 204,639.95 


Mr. Henry asked the following Question: 


1. How many inspectors have been appointed by the Agricultural Devel- 
opment Board. 2. What are their names and addresses. 3. By whom were 
they recommended and what are their qualifications for appointment. 


To which the Minister of Agriculture replied as follows :— 


1. 16, : 
2. Erland Lee, Stoney Creek. 

Ernest Robinson, Dentield. 

Wm. Doherty, 119 Albertus Ave., Toronto. 

Wm. Maxwell, Streetsville. 

KE. H. Sills, Napanee. 

W. C. Everett, Simeoe. 

D. R. MeDiarmid, Ridgetown. 

J. P. Fitzgerald, Hillsdale. 

J. A, Douglas, Mt. Forest. 

A, Dougall Cameron, Summerstown Station. 

Wm, Ford, Aylmer. 

Emerson Lamber, Leamington. 

KF. J. Walker, Leamington. 

Geo. A. Brodie, Toronto. 

Wm. Murray, York. 

R. L. Moorehouse, Copper Clif. 
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3. Recommended by the Minister of Agriculture. 


Qualifications—good knowledge of agricultural conditions and agricul- 
tural values and sound judgment. Services are utilized only from time to 
time as required and if work does not confirm qualifications as stated ser- 
vices are not continued. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 20), Respecting the Village of Waterdown. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 6), Respecting the City of Brantford. — 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 26), Respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole Huose To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 28), Respecting the Town of Mimico. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 82), To amend the Ontario Railway Act. 
Referred to the Railway Committee. 


Bill (No. 94), Respecting Free Text-Books in Public, Separate and 
Industrial Schools. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 125), To 
amend the Municipal Act having been read, — 


Mr. Tooms moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


- And so it was declared in the Negative. 
8s 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 


oe |S ae = 


GEORGE V, Marcu 28TH 133 
___> °° RS Sete tegetuatnsaeneetmennenme perce ye gees saeeeeemumeyee-cesemennemcr-ecerereeerene=sereeene ee ee 


Tuesday, March 28th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’'CLocxk, P.M, 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented their 
Third Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments :-— | 


Bill (No. 2), An Act respecting the Municipality of Shuniah. 


Bill (No. 8), An Act to enable the Town of Gananoque to withdraw from 
the jurisdiction of the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville. ; 


Bill (No. 33), An Act respecting the City of St. Thomas. 
Your Committee beg to report the following Bills without amendment :— 
Bill (No. 32), An Act respecting the Town of Sudbury. 


Bill (No. 40), An Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada 
to admit Thomas Lindsay Robinette to practise at the Bar of His Majesty’s 
Courts in Ontario. 


Your Committee recommend that the fees less the actual cost of printing 
be remitted on Bill (No. 48), “An Act to authorize the Law Society of 
Upper Canada to admit Sydney Tannenbaum to practise as a Barrister and 
Solicitor,” the same having been withdrawn by the promoters thereof. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing, be remitted on 
Bill (No. 48), Sydney Tannenbaum. 


Mr. Carmichael, from the Standing Committee on Standing Orders, 
presented their Seventh Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully examined the following Petitions, and 
find the Notice as published in each case sufficient :— 


Of the Town Council of Oshawa, praying that an Act may pass to 
? ev 5 “ 
a ‘ . Y 
authorize the Corporation when extending the Water Works system to charge 
lands abutting thereon an Annual rate of Assessment; 
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Of the Village Council of Erie Beach, praying that an Act may pass 
to amend the Act Incorporating the Village; 


Of the London Street Railway Company, praying that an Act may pass 
to vary the agreement made between the City and the Company so as to 


enable the Company to obtain sufficient revenue to keep the road in a safe 
condition ; 


Of the City Council of Windsor, praying that an Act may pass to change 
the date of the election of members a the Council and others; 


Of the City Council of Galt, praying that an Act may pass to authorize 
the Corporation to pay twenty-five per cent. of the cost of certain pavements; 


Of the Co-operative League of America, praying that an Act may pass 
enabling them to carry on business in Ontario; 


Of the City Council of Niagara Falls, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain By-law; 


Of the City Council of St. Catharines, praying that an Act may pass to 
ratify and confirm a certain By-law, and for other purposes. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 81), intituled “An Act respecting the London Street Railway 
Company.” Mr. Brackin. ) 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 35), intituled “An Act to amend an Act to incorporate the 
Village of Erie Beach.” Mr. Brackin. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 39), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Windsor.” Mr. 
Tolmie. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 47), intituled “An Act to permit the Co-operative League of 
America to carry on business in Ontario.” Mr. Brackin. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 
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Bill (No. 49), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Galt.’ Mr. 
Homuth. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 92), intituled “An. Act respecting the City of St. Catharines.” 
Mr. Greenlaw. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 98), intituled “An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls.” 
Mr. Swayze. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 126), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Oshawa.’” 
Mr. Sinclair. 


Referred to the Committee on Private Bills. 


Bill (No. 122), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Wiarton.” 
Mr. Fenton. | 


Referred to the Railway and Municipal Board. 


Bill (No. 186), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Halcrow. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 187), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Ross (Oxford. ) 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 188), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” Mr. 
Halerow. ‘ | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 189), intituled “An Act respecting Rural School Elections 
in Police Villages.” Mr. Murdoch. 


Ordered, That the Ball be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 190), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Hill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


136 Mosca n 28a 1922 


Bill (No. 191), intituled “An Act to amend the Highway Improvement 
Act.” Mr. Tolmie. 


Ordered, That the Bull be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 192), intituled “An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act.” 
Mr. Brackin. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 193), intituled “An Act to amend the Land Titles Act.” 
Mr. Smith. ; 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 194), intituled “An Act to reduce the Business Assessment of 
Distilleries.” Mr. Brackin. 


Ordered, That the Bill be readi the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 195), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Act.” 
Mr. Ourry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 196), intituled “An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act.” 
Mr Curry. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 197), intituled “An Act to amend the Assessment Act.” 
Mr. Hall. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 110), to vary 
and validate the Timber Licenses of Shelvin-Clarke Company Limited, having 
been read, 


Mr. Raney moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And a Debate having ensued, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Sinclair, 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 10.35. P.M. 


4 GEORGE V Marcu 29TH 137 


Wednesday, March 29th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. | 3.00 O’CrLocK, PMS 


Mr. Speaker informed the House:— 


| That the Clerk had received from the Commissioners ae Estate Bills, 
their Report in the following case :— 


Bill (No. 21), Respecting the Great War Veterans Association of 
Hamilton. 


The Report was then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows :— 
March 28th, 1922. 
— To the Honourable the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


In the matter of the bill intituled An Act respecting the Great War 
Veterans Association of Hamilton. The undersigned, two of the Commis- 
sioners of Estate Bills, pursuant to.the request of the Clerk of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, bearing date the first day of March, 1922, respectfully 
report as follows :— 


We have considered said Bill and the Petition on which ae same 1s 
founded, and presuming the allegations contained in the Preamble to be 
proved to the satisfaction of your honourable body, we are of opinion that 
it is reasonable that said Bill do pass into law without amendment. 


We have the honour to remain, 
Your obedient servants, 


Wiiit1AmM Mv tock, 


Chief Justice of the Hxchequer. 


WintiAM Renwick RIppeELu. 


Judge of the Supreme Court of Ontarto. 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 21), Respecting the Great War Veterans 
Association of Hamilton, be referred to the Committee on Private Bills with 
instructions to consider the same with reference to the suggestions of the 
Commissioners of Estate Bills thereon. 
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On Motion of Mr. Clarke, seconded by Mr. Sinelair. 


Ordered, That notwithstanding the time for presenting Petitions for Pri- 


vate Bills has elapsed, leave be given to present a Petition of the Town Council 
of Cobourg, and that the same be now read and receivel. 


The following Petition was then read and received :— 


The Petition of the Town Council of Cobourg, praying that an Act may 
pass to authorize the issue of certain debentures. 


Mr. Nixon, from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law, presented 
their Third Report, which was real as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and beg 
to report the same with certain amendments :— 


Bill (No. 103), An Act to amend: The Highway Improvement Act. 


Bill (No. 107), An Act to amend The Railway Employees’ Voting Act, 
1918. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 199) 


), intituled “An Act to amend the Pharmacy Act.” Mr. 
* Homuth. 7 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 200), intituled “An Act to amend the Municipal Drainage 
“ct.” Mr« Tolmie: 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 201), intituled An Act to amend The Assessment Act.” Mr. 
Grant. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the second reading of Bill (No. 110), To vary and validate the Timber 
Licenses by Shevlin-Clarke Company, Limited, having been read. 


* 


The Debate was resumed, 


And, after some time, 


The Motion for the second reading, having been again proposed, was 
carried on the following division :— 


YAS, 
Messieurs: 
Biggs Fenton McCreary Sandy 
Bowman Fox McDonald Sewell 
Brackin Freeborn McLeod Slack 
Brown Grant MacVicar Smith 
Cameron Hay Mageau Staples 
Carmichael Heenan Marshall Stringer Fe 
Carty Hicks Mills Swayze 
Clarke Homuth Montgomery Taylor 
Cridland Johnson Murdoch Tisdelle 
Cunningham (Lanark) Nixon Tooms 
Ourry Johnston Oke Walker 
Denyes De ed Ramsden - Warren 
Doherty Leeson Raney Watson 
Drury Lethridge Rollo Webster 
Evans McAlpine Ross Widdifield—59 
McArthur (Glengarry) 
Nays. 
Megssieurs : 
Allan Ferguson Kennedy Price 
Black Godfrey Lang Rankin 
Cooke Govenlock Lennox Rennie 
Cooper Halcrow Lewis Sinclair — 
(Toronto) Hall McCrea _ Thompson 
Dewart Henry Marceau -Tolmie—26 
Ecclestone Ireland | Pinard 
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And the Bill was thereupon read the second time, and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 11 p.m. 








Thursday, March 30th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O*CrocK, P.M. 
Mr Speaker informed the House:— 


That the Clerk had received’ from the Railway and Municipal Board, 
their Report in the following case :— 


Bill (No. 122), Respecting the Town of Wiarton. 
The Report was then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows :— 
To The Honourable, The Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario 


Upon the reference under Rule 61 (a) of Your Honourable House, to 
The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board of Bill No. 122 (1922), entituled, 
“An Act respecting the Town of Wiarton,” the Board begs leave respectfully 
to report that in the judgment of the Board it is reasonable that such Bill 
should be passed by your Honourable House, provided it is amended as shown 
in the copy of such Bill attached hereto. : 


The indebtedness amounting to the sum of $12,000 referred to in the 
Bill is the amount of the floating debt which has been incurred and which 
should have been paid for out of current account, and for this reason the 
Board recommends that the debentures to be issued therefor shall be pay- 
able in not more than five years from the date of issue. 
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The indebtedness referred to in the Bill amounting to $6,000 has been 
incurred in respect of permanent works, including the Corporation’s share 
of the cost of a War Memorial and site therefor, and for this reason the Board 
_ recommends that the debentures to be issued therefor shall be payable in not 
more than twenty years from the date of issue. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Dee, McIntyre, 


Chairman. 


J. A. Extis, 


Commissioner. 
Dated at Toronto, 


this 29th day of March, A.D., 1929. 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 122), Respecting the Town of Wiarton be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills with instructions to consider the 

same with reference to the suggestions of the Railway and Municipal Board 
thereon. < 7 


Mr. Raney, from The Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Fourth Report, which was read as follows, and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 9), An Act to amend The Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 
Bill (No. 10), An Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 
‘Bill (No. 37), An Act respecting the Township of Nepean. 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment :— 
Bill (No. 38), An Act respecting the County of Carleton. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding Rule 51 of Your Hon- 
ourable House the time for introducing Private Bills be further extended to 
and inclusive of Friday the Seventh day of April next, and that the time for 
receiving Reports of Committees on Private Bills be extended to and inclusive 
of Friday the Fourteenth day of April next. 
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Ordered, That the time for introducing Private Bills be extended until 
and inclusive of Friday the Seventh day of April next. 


Ordered, That the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended until and inclusive of Friday the Fourteeth day of April 
next. 


Mr. Cooper (Toronto), from the Select Committee appointed at the last 
Session of the Legislature regarding a monument to and permanent records of 
all members of His Majesty’s Forces from the Province of Ontario, who served 
in the late War, presented their report which was read as follows :— 


To the Honourable the Speaker, and Members of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Province of Ontario. 


The undersigned respectfully beg to submit the following report,viz. :— 


That during the recess since the last meeting of the Legislature, your 
Committee held several meetings at which the recommendations, adopted by 
the Legislature at its last Session, were carefully considered in detail. 


A number of historical pictures and some record material were secured by 
the Committee and placed for safe-keeping in the meantime in the Department 
of Archives. 


Communications were received from architects, offering their services in 
connection with plans for the proposed Memorial Hall. These offers will be 
available and of assistance at the proper time. 


Many inquiries were received, some from other provinces of the Domin- 
ion and some from the British Isles, as well as from communities within the 
Province of Ontario, for copies of last year’s report, in order that our pro- 
posals might be studied by public authorities having a similar object in view. 
The publication of our report has been exceptionally well-received by the pub- 
lic. There can be no doubt as to the sincere interest taken by the people in the 
early consummation of the memorial undertaken by this Legislature, in a man- ~ 
ner that will worthily commemorate the services rendered by the Province 
of Ontario in the Great War. . 


Your Committee had hoped that it would have been placed in a position | 
to organize a small clerical staff last year, for the purpose of beginning system- 
atic and continuous work on the collecting of historical material such as indi- 
cated in its last report. This, however, was found to be inadvisable because the 
grant made in the Further Supplementary Estimates was inadvertently not 
earried over in Main Estimates and, since the end of the last fiscal year, there 
were no funds available for its purposes. It is respectfully recommended that 
this oversight be rectified this Session by a re-vote from last year’s vote, with 
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an additional sum of $5,000.00, with which it is believed substantial results 
will be forthcoming in the course of the year. Thus far, the clerical work of 
the Committee has been attended to by the Ontario Archivist. 


Your Committee respectfully recommends that it be re-appointed with 


power to act, and with such changes in its personnel as may be found neces- 
sary or desirable. 


Resolved, That this House doth concur in the foregoing Report. 


ce hrc te rrr ee See eae 


The following -Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 202), intituled “An Act to amend the Upper Canada College 
Act.” Myr Grant. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 2038), intituled “An Act to amend the Provincial Loans Act.” 
Mr Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read. the second time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 110), 
To vary and validate the Timber Licenses of Shevlin-Clarke Company Limited, 
and after some time spent therein, Mr Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 
Watson reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill 
with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


Mr. Casselman moved, seconded by Mr. Denyes, 


That whereas an Act entitled “The Dairy Standards Act” was passed 
during the 1916 session of the Ontario Legislature which Act, among other 
things provided that milk delivered at cheese and butter factories and at condens- 
ing plants, must be paid for on the basis of its butter fat content, and which 
further provided that the by-products at such factories: and plants must be 
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pasteurized and, whereas during the 1917 session, following a protest from 
parties interested, the Act was amended so as to leave it optional with the 
factories whether milk delivered to them should be ‘paid for on the basis of 
its butter fat content and whether the by-product should be pasteurized, and, 
whereas, during the 1921 session the Act was again amended so as to provide, 
among other things for the compulsory payment for milk delivered at factories 
on the basis of its butter fat content and for the compulsory pasteurization 
of the by-products, and, whereas the dairymen of Eastern Ontario are passing 
through a period of extreme hard times caused partly by a partial crop failure 
in 1921, and partly by the prevailing low prices of their products as compared 
with the high prices of their requirements, and they are facing the prospect 
of a 10c. cheese market during 1922 season, with poorly wintered and reduced 
herds, and therefore many of them view with disapproval any enactment 
which, while it may contain promise of ultimate benefit, yet has, as its immedi- 
ate effect the increasing of the cost of production, which is already out of 
all proportion to the value of the product. Be it therefore resolved that in 
the opinion of this House, the time being inopportune, the enforcement of the 
provisions of the Dairy Standards Act should again be postponed and the 
matter of payment by Babcock test, and of the pasteurization of by-products 
be allowed to remain optional. 


And the Motion having been put, was lost on the following division :— 


Yas. 
Messieurs: 
Allan Denyes Treland Rennie 
Brackin Govenlock McCreary Tolmie—14 
Buckland Gray MacBride 
Casselman Halcrow Pinard 
Nays. 
Messieurs: 
Asmussen Ecclestone Henry MacVicar 
Bowman Evans Hicks Mageau 
Bragg Evanturel Johnson Marceau 
Brown Fenton (Lanark) Marshal) 
Cameron Fox J ohnston Mewhinney 
Carmichael Freeborn (Simcoe ) Mills 
Carty Grant Joynt Montgomery 
Clarke Greenlaw Lethbridge Murdoch 
Cunningham Yall] McArthur Nickle 
Doherty Hay McCrea, Nixon 
Drury Heenan McDonald Rameden 
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Nays. ‘ 
Messieurs : 
Raney Sinclair Taylor Webster 
Rollo Slack Thompson Widditield—60 
Ross Smith Tisdelle 
(Glengarry) Staples Walker 
Ross Stevenson Warren 
(Oxford) Stringer Watson 
Pars, 


Sandy i te oe bn eS Boe’ fae ew be Se ER YY DOA 8.4 ES Mill 
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And so it was declared in the negative. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the Tlouse do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, it was on the Motion of Mr. MaeBride, 


Ordered, That tho Debate be further adjourned until Tuesday next, 


ee oe 


The House then adjourned at 10.00 pom, 
I 


Priday, Marcel Bist, 1999, 
Pravwns, 38.00 O'Croex, PLM, 


* Mr, Speaker informed the House s— 


That the Clork had received from the Railway and Municipal Board, 
their Roports in the following cases t— 


ee er Se ee 


Bill (No, 42), Respecting tho Village of Troquois and 


i 
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Bill (No. 13), Respecting the Town of Preston. 


The several Reports were then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows :— 
To The Honourable, the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61(a) of your Honourable House, to The 
Ontario Railway and Municipal Board of Bill No. 42 (1922), entituled “An 
Act respecting the Village of Iroquois,” relating to the issue of debentures 
for $25,000, the Board begs leave respectfully to report that in the judgment 
of the Board it is reasonable that such Bill should be passed by your Honour- 
able House, providing it is amended as shown in the copy of such Bill at- 
tached hereto. 


The indebtedness of $25,000 referred to in the said Bill is a floating in- 
debtedness which should have been paid out of current revenue, and for this 
reason the Board recommends that authority be given to issue debentures for 
such amount, payable in not more than five years. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
D. M. McInryrg, 


Chairman. 


J. A. Exris, 


Commissioner. 


Dated at Toronto, 
this 81st day of March, A.D., 1922. 


To The Honourable, the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61(a) of your Honourable House to The 
Ontario Railway and Municipal Board, of that part of Bill No. 13 (1922), 
entituled “An Act respecting the Town of Preston,” relating to the issue of 
debentures for $24,500, the Board begs leave respectfully to report that in 
the judgment of the Board it is reasonable that that part of such Bill should 
be passed by your Honourable House, providing it is amended as shown in 
the copy of such Bill attached hereto. 


The indebtedness amounting to the sum of $9,000 referred to in the said 
Bill was incurred for permanent improvements and extehsions to the water- 
works system of the Corporation, and for this reason the Board recommends 
that authority be given to issue debentures for that amount payable in not 
more than thirty years. 


a) 


+ 
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The indebtedness of $15,500 also referred to in the said Bill. is a floating 
indebtedness which should have been paid out of current revenue, and for this 
reason the Board recommends that authority be given to issue 


debentures 
for such amount, payable in not more than five years. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
D. M. MeInryre, 
Chairman. 


J. A, Exnis, 


Commisstoner. 
Dated at Toronto, 


this 30th day of March, A.D., 1922 


~~ 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 42), Respecting the Village of Lroquois be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills, with instructions to consider the 
same with reference to suggestions of the Railway and Municipal Board 
thereon. . 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 18), Respecting the Town of Preston be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Bills with instructions to consider the 
same with reference to the suggestions of the Railway and Municipal Board 
thereon. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 53), To amend the Agricultural Development Act. 
Bill (No. 54), To amend the Ontario Farms Loans Act, 


Bill (No, 110), Respecting certain Timber Limits of Shevlin-Clarke 
Company, Limited. : 


Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 


1, Did the Government through the Department of Lands and Forests. 
have an aeroplane forest survey made of the English River Country. 2. What 
was the cost of the survey, 8. Were the plans and maps made by the Govern- 
ment officials made available to Mr. E. W. Backus or his associates. 4. Were 
the airships piloted by the ex-members of the Canadian or British Air Forces. 
or other members of the CLELE, 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and 
figures following :— 


; 
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1. The Government through a co- suerdinra arrangement with the Federal — 
Air Board had a forest survey made by aircraft of 10,000 square miles of 
northwestern Ontario, including the English River Country. 2. The total - 
cost of work estimated at $46,794.99; the proportion paid by Province of 
Ontario was $15,000. 3. Maps made by Government officials were available 
to the public and copy supplied to a newspaper. 4. Yes. 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Question :— 


1. Has any request been made to remove Mr. T. M. Clarke, of Belle- 
ville, from his office as Division ‘Court Clerk. 2. If so, who makes the re- 
quest, and upon what grounds is it based. 3. Has Mr. Clarke been: (a) Asked 
to resign. (b) Communicated with and asked to reply. (c) What answer, 
if any, has he given. 








And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. No. 2. Answered by No. 1. 3.—(a) Yes. (b) Yes. (c) He has 
promised to attend to his duties properly. 


Mr. Mageau asked the following Question: 

1. How many licenses for motor vehicles were issued in the years, 1919 
1920, and 1921 in the following districts, vizi—Nipissing, Sturgeon Falls, 
Sudbury, Algoma, Sault Ste. Marie, Cochrane, Timiskaming, Rainy River, | 
Fort William, Port Arthur and Kenora. 2. What was the total amount of 
revenue received from such licenses in each year. 

And the Minister of Public Works replied in the words and figures fol- 
lowing :— 


1919 1920 1921 
(1). Districts Permits Permits Permits 
Nipissi0es~ tee oe cee 476 624 834 
Sturgeon Falls (included in Nipissing. ) 
Sudbury: + 625 Gees + eee 524 875 1,116 
Algoma Mic 2 pete este oe 482 603 1,180 
(exclusive of 8. S. Marie.) 
Sault Ste. Marie (City) .. 728 1,048 1,189 
Cochrane (included in Temiskaming. ) 
Temigkaming.~ - 0 cy oe 384 416 T54 
Rainy aver; gore. oe eee 210 376 528 
Fort William (City) .... 686 800 1,007 
Port Arthur (City) ..;.. 629 588 680 
Mesord ".. Aire hoe ee 62 70 124 
(2). Estimated Revenue. Estimated Revenue. Estimated Revenue. 
1919 1920 1921 


$44,945.75 $62,184.20 $107,196.25 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 68), 
An Act to amend the Line Fences Act, and after some time spent therein, 
r, Speaker resumed the Chair: and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
rendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday rext. 


4.30 p.m. 










| His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor entered the Chamber of the Legis- 
lative Assembly and took his seat upon the Throne. 


Mx, Speaker then addressed His Honour as follows: 

May it please Your Honowr, 

The Legislative Assembly of the Province, having at it present Sittings 
passed certain Bills to which, on behalf and in the name of the said Assembly, 


respectfully request Your Honour’s assent. 


The Clerk Assistant then read the Titles of the Acts that had been passed 
as follows -— 


An Act respecting certain Timber Licenses of Shevlin-Clarke Company, 
Limited, 


An Act to amend the Agricultural Development Act. 


An Act to amend the Ontario Farm Loans Act. 







To these Acts the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, in the following words >— 


“In His Majesty's name, His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth 
assent to these Acts.” | 


His Honour was then pleased to retire. 





The following Bill was read the second time>— 


Bill (No. 116), To amend the Assessment Act, 


Referred to the Municipal Committee 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 127), To 
secure adequate provision for the maintenance of the Wife and Children of — 
a Testator, having been read, 


? 

Mr. Watson moved, 

That the Bill be now read the second time. 

And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


—_——— 


On Motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by My. Doherty, 


Ordered, That when this House adjourns To-day, it do stand adjourned 
until Monday next, at Four of the Clock—instead of three—in the afternoon, 
out of respect to the memory of the late Sir John C. Eaton. 


The House then adjourned at 5.15 p.m. 
Sn SSS 
Monday, April 8rd, 1922. 


PRayErs. 4.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 20), Respecting the Village of Waterdown. 
Bill (No. 26), Respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 


Bill (No. 28), Respecting the Town of Mimico. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the several Bills with- 
out amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported be severally read the third time 
To-morrow. : : : 


ts. <2 A grt Sy anh 3 
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Mr. Stover asked the following Question :— 
1. What salary does George F. Henderson, K.C., draw as Drainage 
’ Referee, per annum. 2. How many cases Had he last year. 3. What salary 
does he draw as Referee of Gas. 4. How much did he draw last year from 
the Attorney-General’s Department. 5. What necessity was there for the 
Attorney-General employing him. 6. Is he allowed to practice and compete 
against lawyers who have no government jobs. 7. If so, Why. 
To which the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following: 
1. $3,500. 2. The Government has no return as to this and upon en- 
quiry learns that no record has been kept, but it is estimated that at least 
three- hundred matters have come before the referee last year. 3. $1,500. 
4. Nothing beyond the $3,500. ~5. Mr. Henderson was employed in an 
Ontario Temperance Act matter at Ottawa, as he was thought to be the best 
man available, but up to date his account has not been paid. 6. Yes. 
7. Mr. Henderson’s original appointment was made on a part-time basis by 
a former Government and the same has been continued, : 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 30), To amend the Constitution of Huron College. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 1), Respecting the Waterloo County Loan and Savings Com- 
pany. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 3), Respecting the County of Grey. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 2), Respecting the Municipality of Shuniah. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


| Bill (No. 8), To enable the Town of Gananoque to withdraw from the 
jurisdiction of the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville. 


Referred to a-Committee ot the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 33), Respecting the City of St. Thomas. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 82), Respecting the Town of Sudbury. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


) 


Bill (No. 40), To authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit 
Thomas Lindsay Robinette to Practise at the Bar of His Majesty’s Courts 
in Ontario. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 88), Respecting the County of ‘Carleton. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 120), To amend the Municipal Act. 

Referred to the Municipal ‘Committee. 

Bill (No. 142), To amend the Municipal Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 129), To 


amend the Reg istry Act having been read, 
Mr. Price moved, 


That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 145), To 


amend the Assessment Act havi ing ‘been read, 


Mr. Henry moved, 
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That the bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 147), To 
- amend the Municipal Act having been read, 


Mr. Henry moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


; The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 139), To 
amend the High School Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


e 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 


Tuesday, April 4th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’%CLocxK, P.'M. 


Mr. Raney from the Standing Committee on Private Bills presented their 
_ Fifth Report, which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments : 


Bill (No. 18), An Act respecting the Town of Preston. 
Bill (No. 29), An Act to confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 


Bill (No. 84), An Act respecting the City of London. 
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Bill (No. 122), An Act respecting the Town of Wiarton. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding that under the Rules 
of the House affecting Private Bills, the thirty-first day of March was the last 
day for receiving Reports of Committees on Private Bills, no fines or fees 
by way of penalties for any suspension of these Rules shall be charged aSainst 
any Bills which under the Rules might have been considered and reported 
upon by Your Committee before that date. 


Ordered, That no fines or fees by way of penalties for any suspension . 
of certain Rules shall be charged against any Bills which under the Rules — 
might have been considered and reported upon before the thirty-first day of 
March last. , 


——____ —__ —__ 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 206), intituled “An Act to Amend the Constables Act.” Mr. 
Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 66), To amend the Ontario Insurance Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 70), To pro- 
vide for the appointment of Probation Officers having been read. 


Mr. Raney moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


Mr. Dewart moved in amendment, seconded by Mr. McNamara, 
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That the Bill be not now read the second time, but be read the second 
time on this day six months. 


And the Amendment, having been put, was lost on a division, and the 


Bill was thereupon read the second time and referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 

The Debate was resumed, 


And after some time, it was on the Motion of Mr Hall, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 11.00 p.m. 





Wednesday, April 5th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’*CrocKk, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 204), intituled “An Act to interpret and amend the Veterans 
Land Grant Act.” Mr. Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 205), intituled “An Act to amend the Motor Vehicles Act.” 
Mr. Brackin. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Ferguson asked the following Question :— 
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1. On what date was the last payment for the fiscal year 1920-21 made 
on account (a) capital expenditure (b) ordinary expenditure. 2. What was | 
the total amount paid out by the Treasury Department between the close of 
its account between the fiscal year 1920-21 and November 15th, 1921. 3. What 
was the date of the actual receipt by the treasury department of the last mionies 
received and credited to the revenue for the fiscal year 1920-21. _ 


And the Treasurer replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. (a) October 31st, 1921. (b) October 31st, 1921. 2. $4,227,344.28. 
3. December 8th, 1921. 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— 


1. How many lawyers are now engaged by the Government in connection 
with the various departments. 2. How many have been engaged or paid by 
the Government in connection with the various commissions appointed by 
the Government since November, 1919. 3. What has been the total cost to 
the Government for legal assistance for the years 1919, 1920 and 1921. 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following: 


Answers from the Premier's Department. 


1. None 2. Three. 3. 1919, None; 1920, None; 1921, $40,312.50. 
Salaries of Permanent Staff—1919, $38,100; 1920, $3,100; 1921, None. 


Answers from the Attorney-General’s Department. 


1; Attorney General's; Pepartment, 1 ee ee 4 
Insurance: Departmontiia a, ene ae a 
Railway and Municipal Board .................4.. 3 
Publie<PirusteccOttice ms: eae eee 7G Pe 5, Aare Ne et 1 
Inspector of Legal and Registry Offices .............. 1 
Master of Titles . 1 
License Board . At 


@) <0" SO © 20)" .0..0 40 4a’) O, <9 5a) eo Oe Ce (#118 18, 8) a 8) ise) a ee 
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Total 
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In addition to these there are 51 Crown Attorneys and Assistants who 
are paid by. fees. 


2. One as Counsel and four as Commissioners. 


8. 1919—Crown ‘Counsel Prosecutions ...... eee $14,502.10 
Litigation of Constitutional questions .. 8,680.33 
Commissions and Sundry Investgations 6,265.28 


Legal Services not otherwise provided for 1585.00." 


$31,032.71 
1920—Crown Counsel Prosecutions, including 
unpaid accounts 1918-19 .......... $12,011.48 
Legal Expenses in Counties .......... SyuGl LS 
Litigation of Constitutional and other 
Ue TON See eta ee ais 2 9,169.69 
Legal Services not otherwise provided for 1,449.45 
Kilmer & Co., services rendered 1918-19 1,350.00 
$27,741.67 
1921—-Crown Counsel Prosecutions .......... $14,915.78 
Legal Services in Counties ........... 4,145.12 
Litigation of Constitutional and other 
Questions. sb. os. See. Ore Se, 7,066.46 | 
Legal Services not otherwise provided for 53.15 
$26,180.51 
Total . Aa MeN OMe Neh ON AMD Wet cd ha $89,954.89 


| LOS r ey coo Or gee ea $79,985.13 
| fd eee Bei ta CT ee 87,450.20 
| Pa UNE Sees Boe eee) .. 98,723.00 


Answers from Education Department. 


ee Oneraen Wraries ACB Ne EO 1 Sa Wart i c. $6,266.30 


| LG20s. Mla eae Nothing 
LOD Tt epee. $22,275.32 
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Answer from the Lands and Forests Department. 


1.. Six 2 ight. § 3.019194 cee $ 1,503.00 
LOGO aera Chaale, ee, 50,000.00 

TEE ictareirnee Sas .. 108,928.72 

Total see erin acu. $160,431.72 


| Salaries of Permanent Staff. 
1919, None; 1920, $872.10; 1921, $3,500.00. 


Answers from Department of Mines. 


Two. 2s Noneveon a8 ieee te eee $ 7,581.11 
1090; ieee eee 6,304.00 

TREE MMR fh enti), SPs 6,078.30 

totals ee. conn me $19,963.41 


Answers from Department of Public Works. 


1. None. 2. None. 3. Nothing. 


Answers from Department of Health. 


1. None. 2. None. 3. 1919, Nothing; 1920, $600; 1921, Nothing. 


Answers from Department of Public Highways. 


1. None. 2. None. 3. 1919, None; 1920, $15; 1921, $3,869.44. 


Game and Fisheries. 


1. None. 2. None. 3. Nothing. 


Treasury Department. 


1:)°Permanent Statin Gee 1 eee eee 5 
Temporary Stati eee. ae Oca earn eee ec. 1 
Oiitside assistarnceusnnn. otis: * ro ee ee ee 3 

"Potal’ iG Rs ee ee eae een ae ere 9 

2) Orie. 6°32 1919 ae ees eee $14,567.45 

1920 cite ene § Coen een. 11,558.84 


199 1c teehee ee en 10,473.71 
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Salaries of Permanent Staff. 


VEEL EN Sea eee RE a $13,092.66 
ALATA Ree te “a, AU Na a any deiilare tn: Cau 15,550.00 
AD Rh ect ie Reshicd cok TE850,00 


TET el bag tania tl a lia nak a erm $3,050.00 
UG eat dire eae thane same rir. 2,110.00 
TET eats “anit Se Pee gh ik GA bye” Saat 1,565.00 


Answers from Audit Office. 
1. None. 2. None. 3. Nothing. 


Answers from Provincial Secretary’s Department. 


1.’ Threess,2.) None.’ 3.519190. = & Sha te epee S $250.00 
LODO eR eee? say Gye aN 2 857.00 
LOS Dele EAR ect Oe ne 152.40 

Salaries of Permanent Staff. 
JETER bo A SR OR PS AUN OE aa an $9,216.41 
UPR oak he apts Were A ese . 8,672.45 
a hs ori Bain ashy iis eae hy dine 8,750.00 


Answers from Department of Agriculture. 


1. None. 2. None. 3. 1919, None; 1920, None; 1921, $2,590.00. 


Ie Mr. Buckland asked the following Question :— 


1. Who is the owner from whom the government leases the old Knox 
College property. 2. What are the terms of the lease. 3. What amiount has 
been spent to date by the government to repair and enlarge the property. 
4. Are there any unpaid accounts outstanding. 5. If so, what is the amount 


of such accounts. 6. Are any further expenditures on the property contem- 
_ plated. 
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And the Minister of Public Works replied as follows :— 


1. W. A. Mitchell. 2. Ten years from October 1st, 1920. $5,000 per — 
quarter for the first five years and $6,250 per quarter for the last five years, — 
and to pay taxes. 3. For repairs and alterations: Including elevator, vaults, 
new sanitary fittings, etc., for laboratory, for Provincial Board of Health, Fac- 
tory Inspectors, Steam-Boiler Inspectors, Department of Labour, Board of 
Stationary Engineers, Minimum Wage Board $56,384.00. Extensions: Fire- 
proof vaults, Offices for Registrar General, (Vital Statistics), Sanitary 
Engineers, Provincial Board of Health, Industrial Hygiene, Maternal and 
‘Child Welfare, Public Health Education $93,835.00. Equipment: $20,192. — 
4, No. 6. Repairs to fencing, painting and ordinary repairs to keep build- 
ings and grounds in good repair. 





Mr. McLeod asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the total estimated number of Inspectors and officers, or em- 
ployees, that will Ibe necessary to enforce and administer the provisions of 
the 1921 Amendment to the Dairy Standards Act. 2. What is it estimated 
that their salaries and expenses willl total per year. 8. What is the estimated — 
total cost to the Government rendered necessary because of the enforcement 
of the provisions of these amendments. 4. Was there a demand from the pro-_ 
ducing Dairy men of the Province for compulsory payment for milk delivered — 
at cheese and butter factories on the basis of the butter fat content and for | 
the compulsory pasteurization of whey. What was the character and extent 
of this demand. Have there been representations from producers in oppost- 
tion to compulsory payment by the Babcock test, and of the compulsory pas- 
teurization of whey. 5. What is the extent and character of these repre- | 
sentations. | | 


ied 


To which the Minister of Agriculture replied in the words following :— 


1. About 11 Inspectors in addition to present staff. 2. About $21,000. — 
8. Cost to government largely offset by revenue from charge of 50c. per patron — 
for testing ‘but exact figures not available. 4. Eastern and Western Dairy- — 
men’s Associations, Ontario Milk & Cream Producers Association, all Dairy | 
Breed Associations, all agricultural papers and many individual farmers | 
asked for the enforcement of-Dairy Standards Act. 5. Petitions in oppost- 
tion have recently been presented by a considerable number of producers, | 
but only a small fraction of total number of producers in Province. | 


Mr. Nickle asked the following Question :— 


| 1. Did Major-General H. M. Elliott, Commissioner Provincial Police, | 
issue instructions, either general or particular, to the effect that when liquor — 
has been seized by the Provincial Police, and a Judge, or Magistrate, has | 


ee a = EE eS eee eee» Se 


EORGE V. APRIL 5TH 161 








ordered the return of that liquor to the person from whom seized or the owner, 
that such delivery shall not take place except upon instructions from the Com- 


‘missioner. 2. If so, by whose instructions, concurrence or authority were 


such instructions given. 
And the Attorney-General replied as follows :— 


1. Yes, a circular in the form attached was sent out to the Provincial 
Police and License Inspectors. 2. The Attorney-General’s. 


MEMORANDUM FOR ALL PROVINCIAL POLICE AND 
LICENSE INSPECTORS. | 


It is to be understood that when an appeal has been successfully taken 
to a County Court Judge by a convicted person, or by an individual whose 
liquor has been confiscated under the provisions of Section 70 of the Ontario 
Temperance Act, the Attorney-General may, if he is of the opinion that the 
matters in dispute are of sufficient importance to justify it, direct a further 


appeal to an Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of Ontario. If, how- 


ever, the liquor is handed over to the person successful in his appeal before 


the County Judge the Department is deprived of the fair results of a further 
appeal to the Appellate Division, as the liquor may before this appeal is taken 


be consumed, destroyed or otherwise disposed of by the successful appellant 
before the County Court Judge. 


In future all liquors confiscated by order of Magistrates in accordance 
with Section 70 of the Ontario Temperance Act or as a result of a conviction 
for breach of the Ontario Temperance Act shall invariably be held and re- 
tained by the Inspector in whose District the confiscation order is made 


until such time as he is notified by this Department to either dispatch same 


| 


to the Government Dispensary, Toronto, or to return the liquor to the person 


from whom it. was seized. 


Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. 


CoMMISSIONER. 


| 
Toronto, November 14th, 1921. 


| 
| 
| 


T92-6 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 99), To amend the Judicature Ket. 

Referred to the Legal Committee. 

Bill (No. 137),'To amend the Municipal Act. 

Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


-_ 


162 APRIL 5TH 1922 | 


Bill (No. 144), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 148), To amend the Municipal Act. | 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 





The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 138), To. 
amend The Mothers’ Allowance Act, having been read, 


Mr. Casselman moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. | 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill( No. 153), To 
amend The Motor Vehicles Act, having been read, 4 


Mr Swayze moved, | 


That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


\ 


| 
( 

The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion. 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve: 
itself into the Committee: of Supply, having been read, | 


| 


The Debate was resumed, 


And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Watson, | 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— | 


Report of the Inspector of Division Courts, for the year 1920. (Sessional: 
Papers, No. 5.) | 


| 
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Also—Regulations and Orders-in-Council made since March 14th, 1922, 
of the Department of Education or of the Public Schools, ‘Separate Schools or 
High Schools. (Sessconal Papers, No. 56.) 

Also—Report of the Commission to Investigate the Organization, Dis- 


cipline, Administration and Efficrency of the Police Force of the City in Brant- 
ford, etc. (Sessional Papers No. 74.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.05 p.m. 


Thursday, April 6th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CLocK, P.M. 


Mr Raney from the Standing Committee on Private Bills presented their 
_ Sixth Report which was read as follows and adopted; 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill with certain amendments, 
Bill (No. 24), An Act respecting the Town of Collingwood. 
Your Committee beg to report the following Bills without amendment; 


Bill (No. 41), An Act to amend An Act to incorporate the Town of Mer- 
ritton. 


Bill (No. 92), An Act respecting the City of St. Catharines. 


Bill (No. 93), An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 207), intituled “An Act for the better prevention of certain 
Commercial Agreements.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 208), intituled “An Act to amend the Town Sites Act.” Mr 
Bowman. 


: Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Mr. Drury, with the consent of the House, withdrew his proposed motion 


in the matter of the appointment of a Committee to report upon matters pertain- - 


ing to the administration of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 60), To con- 


firm and carry out a certain Agreement into, on behalf of the Attorney Gen- © 


eral of Ontario and The Shevlin-Clarke Lumber Company Limited, having 
been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 


Bill (No. 114), Respecting Licenses for Billiard and Pool Rooms and 
Bowling Alleys. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 130), To amend the Provincial Highway Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 123), To amend The Ontario Railway Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 124), To amend The Ontario Railway and Municipal Board . 


Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Lennox, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Tuesday next. 


* * : 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of the Inspector of Legal Offices for the year 1921. (Sessional 
Berpers, No. 6.) :\'* 


Also—Report of the Registrar of Friendly Societies’ Transactions for the 
year 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 11.) 


Also—Report of the Inspector of Registry Offices, for the year 1921. 
(Sessional Papers, No. 7.) ! 


Also—Report of the Registrar of Loan Corporations for the year 1921. 
(Sessional Papers, No. 12.) 


Also—Detailed Report of the Superintendent of Insurance for the year 
‘1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 10.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.00 p.m. 








Friday, April 7th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CrocKk, P.M. 


Mr. MacVicar, from the Standing Committee on Agriculture and Coloni- 
zation, presented their First Report, which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your ‘Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 71), To aid in the 
Grading and Packing of Fruit,’ and have prepared certain amendments 


_ thereto. 


| 
| 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bill and report 
the same without amendments: 


Bill (No. 101), To amend the Steam Boiler Act. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 209), intituled “An Act respecting the Sale of Securities.” 
Mr. Raney. 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 210), intituled “An Act to amend the Provincial Loans Act, _ 


R.S.0., Chap. 21.” Mr. Dewart. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 211), intituled “An Act respecting Privileges to cut Timber.” 
Mr. Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


On motion of Mr. Clarke, seconded by Mr. Sinclair, 


Ordered, That, irrespective of any report from the Standing Committee 
on Standing Orders, leave be given to introduce a Bill intituled “An Act 
respecting the Town of Cobourg,” and that the same be now read the first 
time and do stand referred to the Committee on Private Bills without the 
formality of Posting in the Lobby, required by the Rule in such case made 
and provided. 


The following Bill was then introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 198), intituled “An Act respecting the Town of Cobourg.” 
Mr. Clarke. 


Referred direct to the Committee on Private Bills, without the formality — 


of Posting. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 52), To amend the Surrogate Courts Act. 


Bill (No. 69), Respecting General Sessions of the Peace. 


Bill (No. 86), Respecting Mineral Rights in certain Canada Company | 


Lands. 


Bill (No. 118), To amend the Beach Protection Act. 


GrRorGE V. APRIL 7TH © 167 





Mr. Ecclestone asked the following Question :— 


/ 


1. How many Police Magistrates have been appointed since January Ist, 
1920. 2. What are their respective names and addresses. 3. What remunera- 
tion does each receive. 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


1. 30 new appointments; 46 other appointments under The Extended 
Jurisdiction Act, 1921. 2-3. The following is a list of new appointments 
with respective names addresses and remuneration :— 


Remuneration 
per annum 
from from 
Name and Address Municipality Government 
Reel hve iW. se mreciom (east sie e whe ate espe Nil fees 
Bees Ao Hi Oft Nu redity woe ty Nil fees 
Peipiand. |G, sor. ‘Creemores 0s oe (not acting) 
Merit ays LYNTON . .. siudeyewie scene aunts ste $900. fees 
Bee ORME et MV ACUC fy tes seetee Stew ee Nil fees 
Miars, Win, Ute rickering veer Veto ee Nil fees 
PRONG Age PELs SL OLOMUON tec Cems a ont ee ai ee eOU. Nil 
Otter Get. SO MOU ILENE coe tae iie kd sa Cope tt Nil fees 
Pandy, Win. Es, , Wandaor yn. ose sod os ones oe $2,400. fees 
Pievver, A.,- Kenilworth iti 4. ties. | spe oat Nil fees 
Deioct IcMh., MiOronta,, atti Ueki ee ee, $6,000. Nil 
woyut; Wm,, Ottawa®.i2) 2)... pa bce ee Nil $1,000. 
Pee OMmpLon, “barrie yey ye ew ee ee oO, fees 
Pero, John i. NOTEnDTOOR uy loc ee ek ek Uae thas tees 
Berassey, Col, J: ©., Dunnville. .3.23. 0 oe" Nil $3,000. 
Septet rh, (Actor iat af aie sae a Pe Na fees 
Brera. Or, AVOnMOra 208, Oracle et Tere ‘Nil fees 
Murch, W. S. R., Westport ...... ORR tee pian Nil fees 
Bracariney: Vs ,oWViarton Wie oahes 6auh Sara Nil fees 
McCormick, W. A., Amherstburg .......0..... Nil fees 
Brac ap, Ache, Walkerton ti: se:p 5 ee Nil $1,500. 
Wapourne, ED.) Arnprior 04.0... (Resigned. ) 
Bean bet, Oral soe kas) Seen Nil fees 


me, atterson, Dr..M., Toronto s.. 0... oe: $3,500. Nil 
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Richards, J. A. T., Iroquois Maley ae (dismissed. ) 

Shannon, J. H., Harriston 2). 0% = 2s. es a i Nil fees 
Stewart, J. A., Kapuskasing .........-..-+--.- (not acting. ) 
Stewart, Wm., Pelee Island ..........-..---- ay Ob $300. 
Trueman. RaW, Strathroy! ..5 2c ae tee eee Nil fees 
Tucker, AR Soh vaneinifat. 10o8 fiche oe Nil $2,500. 


The following is a list of police magistrates whose jurisdiction has been 
extended under The Police Magistrates’ Extended Jurisdiction Act, 1921, _ 
with their addresses and remuneration: 

Remuneration 
per annum 


from from 
Name and Address Municipality Government 

athe, | Wdaard hlapartola Sey. ae See Nil °$1,000. 
Amel di’ Site MO aL AT ia. cas tore tia em $1,400. fees 
Brodie Delo, Sindonicy ne cies} cece, ose eee $1,500. $2,100. 
Blak 6; ) Rowe i se otana te dead kr ee $2,300, | tees 
ime OTL. oolong alls 0, 9 oS cve niin eee ee $1,300. fees 
Clarke, GipllgmOmi Wie sel ees os ttone iene eee $1,200. $1,600. 
Caawhord mobi. Drampton: .o 03 alti. eae Nil fees 
Cook) irae WM ca wa) oe eciier. 2 skies eae $1,000. fees 
feampbell clasba St. Catharines 0a 2. a $2,000. fees 
Carscallona. Be, Wallaceburg nk foe uae reg | Ob fees 
Creasor, Aa “Owe coud o. cue. yas ce $1,300. fees 
epew,. J Odeat., | Wiite: River, seeds ee.) eee Nil $2,500. 
Davidson; Woualass Toronto: .. eee. 4.4 $2,500. by T. & H. H. ‘Com. 
Eenene.~ Weel at tOCK fale! , sires ames aune, nye ae Nil fees 
Basen, Alo. Novoara allan suai) tue $1,400. fees 
Plovd, bt-lal Wo El Gobo team ie. emma $ 800. $1,000. 
Gover, Howard “Coldwater: .° uname oat ee Se Nil fees 
(anton: “Reiki. Stn COe ia Je. as eer eee Nil fees 
Goodwin; John Welland S19) 5) 2 ae ee $1,400. fees 
Cravdons Act. (ML. Londons (a. shee ene $3,600. fees 
Ramalton.y le le, istowels 1.) eae eee Nil fees 
Hewson, W. H., Penetaguishene ............ $ 250, fees 
tiouse, Menno,” Brideebire 2... 054 0, ace ye Vad $500. 
Hawkshaw. OC. Ws edimcan... >... re te ar Nil fees 
Flair, Gr, Gea Winchester... . .<!.0ltete en Mae eee Nil fees 
Hind, Majonetear. Oshawa: ss.) oan eee $1,400. fees 
dtatoa ona My mi Uachtideec. 4. Saye eek Nil fees 


a ee 
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‘Hollands W'O, 30) Form itirances!) ghivoligh is Nil - $2,000 
Sor ay Coot aw Kes puryet Cot wake ee oh 6 800. fees 
Tangley, A000 A Reterboro «0. Pgh Mou $1,600. fees 
Pegaso, maar, oelleville’ POE IOI QM ey $1,400. | fees 
Viewer omaiord tis. ek es $2,000. fees 
Manos eters, Thorold: os erate ht tes Nil fees 
gir om reaisa Craig’. cre te fe Nu fees 
MaGeyedwl., manlt Ste.’ Marie | 8h, Nil © $2,500. 
EE oper. Mexvilles. 0). eee S Nil fees 
eve or, Arthar 0) 7 Nil $1,200 
Po eomeele ulagersoll (300 ee es: mace $ 800. fees 
Peet ert NVM At ames ce cen Soe o $2,835... $ 800. 
WEG SEE e 7 ba: ge a A Nil fees 
TE LO) Us Oe NR a a a a Nil fees 
Pee Or eer eribToke, si... ve debe ok he $1,000. fees 
spoddart, Thos... Copper cliff yoo... 4s... Ba Nil $3,000. 
VEPs SC TORICOE EET N=" 6 nA ea a a Nil fees 
Ppodmanjea CU. Drayton ... .. a5. ee RL Nil fees 
Pe adt es Bima yiOn fr) Bee dE bik seeds Nu fees 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


1. Since the statement of the Hon. Attorney-General, on February 22nd 
last, that one James Jeffry was still in the employ of the License Board, or 
the Government, and that it was not the intention of the Government to dis- 
pense with his services, has Jeffry either (a) resigned, or (b) been discharged. 
2. If so, at what date. 3. Was the conduct or capacity of the said Jeffry the 
subject of investigation (a) on February 22nd or, if not, (b) at what time 
was investigation or enquiry begun. 4. What was the cause or ground of such 
investigation, if any. 5. What facts were elicited and what was the finding 
or result of the enquiry. 6. Has Jeffry left the employ of the Government 
| _or the License Board in pay laemae 7. Is Jeffry now in Canada, or, if not, 
“when did he return to England. 8. When did he leave Toronto. 


And the Attorney-General replied as follows :— 


1. He has resigned. 2. Resignation dated 6th March, 1922, accepted 
i Order-in-Council bearing date, 30th March, 1922. 3.—(a) No. (b) 10th 
| March, 1922. 4. He was charged with accepting bribe moneys. 5. The 
eae of the investigation was never completed owing to the taking ill of 
“Major-General Elliott, the Commissioner of Police, who was one of the In- 
vestivators. 6. He resigned as stated in 1. VT and 8. It is reported that 
Mr. Jeffry left Toronto ‘on the 20th March, and returned to England, sailing 
from New York on the 23rd March. 
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Mr. Nickle asked the following Question :— 


1922 


Of the amounts appearing on pages 107, 108, 109, of the Public Accounts 
for 1920-21, under the heading “Statutory,” what items, or portion of these 


were charged to ordinary expenditures. 


ing :— 


Statutory —Common School Fund 
Corporation's Wag AGt Wy) cli my ae ee 
University of Toronto, Succession Duty 
University of Toronto, 60 Vie., Chap. 59 ../.... 
University of Toronto, Royal Ontario Museum 
Ed. F. Seagram, bequest to Galt Hospital 
Annuity to ado W bitiey. 2 wes epee ele ene eee 
Interest Assurance Fund under Land Titles Act .. 


6 {OVO 6, O30 De ib ae) AE er 6 obo, wih) We: <6 ee 6 


6 6) e's 6 Fe XO 6. 


Salary of Minister of Executive Council & Auditor . 


Salaries) not: provided: for v.44 Jeers ot 
Ont. Govt. Loan £541,235.2.4d. at 3%% 
£504,856.0.11 at 4% 
£883;721.3.8) atitee 
$3,000,000.00 at 3%% 
$1,150,000.00 at 4% - 
$3,500,000.00 at 4% A. 
$500,000.00 at 4% B. 
$3,000,000.00 at 4% C. & D. 
$3,000,000.00 at 5% H, 
$1,000,000.00 at 5% K, 
$4,000,000.00 at 44% J, 
$4,000,000.00 at 5% ........ 
$8,350,000.00 at 5% M. 
$2,000,000.00 at 5% N, 
$1,000,000.00 at 5% P. 
$225,000.00 at 5% R, 
$2,000,000,00 at 6270. (2 an, 
$3,000,000.00 at 6% T. & U. 
$5,990,000.00 at 6% V.W.X.Y. 
$3,000,000.00 at 5% BB. 
$3,000,000.00 at 5%%OC, 
$4,000,000.00 at 5% DD. 
$3,000,000.00 at 5% EE. 


oe 7 6. O18” 1, ee 


Oo Je ce | 6) ia 


eee © @ 


coee ef @ @ 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied in the words and figures follow- 


3,160.79 
68,381.52 
500,000.00 
7,000.00 
34,905.65 
2.00.00 
2000.00 
2750.00 
68,000.00 
6,098.66 
80,941.81 
140,688.62 
83,824.54 
107,529.83 
47,603.52 
152,026.83 
20,616.21 
128,223.40 
29.05 
1,025.00 


200,445.33 


227,768.15: 


375,411.66 


114,743.49 
57,695.31 
12,723.49 

130,000.00 


201,714.25 — 


409,332.94 


4 
¥ 


170,943.83 _ 


188,874.97 


226,928.52 — 


186,682.88 


= niece Sage 
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Ont. Govt. Loan $4,000,000.00 at 54% FF. ... 244,295.68 
pinnae! ?  $3,000,000.00 at 52% GG. .. 188,449.42 
eee ha Mitts ” —$3,000,000.00 at 54% HH. . 194.553.29 
| if , ve $9,000, 00000-at 527 10. 0)..." 315-765.06 
: at x be OOO. OOU 007 at 70 KiKi's... 119,895.28 
i i ? $6,800,000.00 at 67% LL. «......° 481,332.61 
“ e ” —$8,000.000.00 at 6% MM: .... 469,990.48 
: i ”” —$3,000,000.00 at 6% NN. .... 180,521.21 
‘a i HP. B5O00j/000.00) at67e: PPC ot V64 87751 
2 a ”” $16,000,000.00 at 6% RR. ... 473,860.98 
a (! ” —$10,000,000.00 at 6% SS. .... 289,698.08 
‘i Fe ” —-$10,000,000.00 at 6% TT. a 6,047.69 
y if ” — $15,000,000.00 at 6% UU., XX, ’ 1,380.04 
% ‘ ” — $15,000,000.00 at 6% ww., VAD 1,594.04 
_ Treasury Bills $15,000,000.00 at 6% A. ...... 542.95 
i x $1,000,000.00 at 6% PP. .... 6.50 
Ontario Housing Act, Dominion of Canada Loan 
eT OURAN Oy (2 rae pes al Suge ys es hes 437,500.00 
Audit re Teachers and Inspectors Superannuation 
JG SSE MGR TR Cris COM RE cm ea AR OA 875.00 
Government contribution to Teachers and Inspectors 
Peper aniagion.. LUC ssigey os kiphel, sis lhe\ sonkels ps 467,553.96 
Loans, $2,000,000.00 at 6% Teachers and Inspectors 
Be Uy eC BAIL oo ae is od gilgne iat tee de> at eek 60,000.00 
OP WO MUR EST LON ES hols nl nats ee a blese =a ela # we nei 55,915.00 
Registrar General’s Printed Forms ............ 1,862.20 
Sheriff to make up income to $1,800. per annum .. 10,437.49 
Grinnnal Investigations os. sree eee 7,388.88 
PT StPAON OL SUSLICE ook ete cece be owe ee 713.36 
Ontario Election Act 8, Geo. IV., chap. 3 ....... 13,167.77 
Peohundre ©) 0n Crowit DUee ris yda a a ile es es 261.32 
Board of County Judges ........+--.+seeeeees 595.50 
Ontario Election Act 10 and 11, Geo. IV., Chap. 2. 600.00 
Workmen’s Compensation Act Salaries ........ 17,677.08 
Workmen’s Compensation Act Expenses ........ 100,000.00 
Northern Development Branch ...........+++-. 240,389.95 
Settlers’ Loan Commission .....55..0. 0... ce ee’ 119,916.18 
“ “ ae Loans to creameries etc. 2,000.00 


Provincial Highways ....-+- +e esses entrees 794,001.82 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time :~ - 
Bill (No. 135), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 161), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 163), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. — 
Bill (No. 166), To amend the Execution Act. 
Referred to the Legal Committee. 

Bill (No. 169), To amend the Juror’s Act. 
Referred to the Legal Committee. 

Bill (No. 186), To amend the Assessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 187), To amend the Assessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 188), To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 195, To amend the Municipal Act. 
Referred to the Munieipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 190), To amend the Assessment Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 105), Respect- 
ing the examining and! licensing of Electrical Contractors and Journeymen 
‘Electricians, having been read, 


And objection having been taken to the provisions thereof, and 
Mr. Speaker being asked for his ruling, said, 


That in his opinion the Bill was clearly out of order and should be 
removed from the Order Paper. 
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The Order of the "ay for the second reading of Bill (No. 164), To 
amend the Municipal Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 165), To 
amend the Municipal Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, 


A Return to an Order of the House of Sixth of March, 1922, That there 
be laid before this Housé, a Return of copies of all correspondence and other 
documents between the Attorney-General’s Department, the Ontario License 
Board, the Provincial Police Department, or Provincial Secretary’s Depart- 
ment and any person or persons in Brantford having to do with the adminis- 
tration of justice for the City of Brantford or County of Brant since October 
20th, 1919, to date. (Sessional Papers No. 75.) 


The House then adjourned at 5.00 p.m. 














Monday, April 10th, 1922. 
Prayers. | 3.00 O’Olock, P.M. 


The following Bill was read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 63), Respecting Reciprocal or Inter-Insurance. 





| The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the fol- 
_ lowing Bills :— 
Bill (No. 80), To amend the Constitution of Huron College. 


| Bill (No. 1), Respecting the Waterloo County Loan and Savings Com- 
pany. 


Bill (No. 3), Respecting the County of Grey. 
Bill (No. 2), Respecting the Municipality of Shuniah. 
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Bill (No. 8), To enable the Town of Gananoque to withdraw from the 
jurisdiction of the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville. 


Bill (No. 88), Respecting the City of St. Thomas. 

Bill (No. 82), Respecting the Town of Sudbury. 

Bill (No. 40), To authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit 
Thomas Lindsay Robinette to Practise at the Bar of His Majesty’s Courts 
in Ontario. 


Bill (No. 38), Respecting the County of Carleton. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time To- 
morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 9), To amend the Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 10), Respecting the City of Ottawa. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (87), Respecting the Township of Nepean. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 84), Respecting the City of London. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 122), Respecting the Town of Wiarton. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 41), To amend an Act to incorporate the Town of Merritton. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House Dosaticose 


Bill (No. 92), Respecting the City of St. Catharines. 
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Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 93), Respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 155), To amend the Assessment Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 156), To amend the Municipal Act. 

Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 159), For one Day of Rest in Seven. 

Referred to the Labour Committee. 

Bill(No. 175), To amend the Highway Improvement Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 189), Respecting Rural School Elections in Police Villages. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 152), Respecting the Registration of Nurses. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 73), Respecting Magistrates. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 183), To amend the Wolf Bounty Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 193), To amend the Land Titles Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 203), To amend the Provincial Loans Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 176), To amend the Travelling Shows Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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1922 


‘The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 182), To amend 


the Ontario Insurance Act, having been read, 


Mr, Homuth moved, 


“2! 


That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading -of Dull 
amend the Municipal Act, having been read, 


Mr. Thompson moved, 


That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative . 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill 
amend the Assessment Act, having been read. 


Mr. MacVicar moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 181), To 


amend the Municipal Act, having been read, 
Mr, Stevenson moved, 
_ That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


(No. 


143), To 


151), To 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 160), To 
amend the Assessment Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order tbe discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill- (No. 178), To 
amend the Children’s Protection Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 76), 
To amend the Private Detectives Act, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 


had directed him to report the Bill, with certain amendments, 
Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


« 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 64), 
Respecting Insurance Agents, Brokers and Adjusters, and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider’ Bill (No. 66), 
To amend the Ontario Insurance Act, and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Ghair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 88), 
To amend the Mining Act of Ontario, and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 123), 
To amend the Ontario Railway Act, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 124), 
To amend the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board Act, and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster re- 
ported, That the Committee had ‘directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House :— 


A Return to an Order of the House of 30th April, 1921, that there be 
laid before the House a return of all copies of all correspondence between the 
Minister of Lands and Forests, the Prime Minister or any member of the 
Government, and E. W. Backus, or any other company, firms, or person, to- 
gether with all estimates, reports, advertisements, conditions of sale, tenders, 
agreements, maps, documents and papers of every kind and nature relating 
LO te 


1. The Lake of the Woods pulp concession. 
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2. The White Dog Rapids Water Power, or any other water power in the 
District of Kenora. 


3, The recent sale of pulp wood and timber on the English River con- 
cession. (Sessional Papers No. 76.) 


Also—A Return to an Order of the House of 30th April 1921, that there 
be laid before the House a Return of copies of all correspondence, papers, 
plans, reports and documents between the Minister of Highways, or any mem- 
ber of the Government or any official thereof, and the Federal Government and 
any Minister or official thereof, with reference to contribution under The 
Canada Roads Act towards the construction of Highways in Ontario. 
(Sessional Papers No, 77.) 


The House then adjourned at 10.50 pm. 


Tuesday, April 11th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Seventh Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments :— 


Bill (No. 4), An Act respecting the City of Fort William. 
Bill (No. 5), An Act respecting Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 
Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 42), An Act respecting the Village of Iroquois. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 

Bill (No. 212), intituled “An Act respecting the construction of certain 
works on Lakes and Streams in Ontario.” Mr. Mills. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 218), intituled “An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act.” 
Mr. Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Mr. Ferguson moved, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


That whereas the Hon. Dougall Carmichael, a Member of the Ontario 
Government, and a Member of the Hydro-Electric Commission of Ontario, 
in discussing the cost of Chippawa Power Development did, from his seat in 
the Legislative Assembly, on or about Friday, March 3rd, 1922, say: “That he 
told the Prime Minister in the Autumn of 1921 that his feeling was that ‘The 
Commission had.either been inefficient or dishonest in its dealings with the 
Government in regard to this Development’,’—and further said that he had 
told the Prime Minister that “in view of that he was entitled to have my resig- 
nation from the Commission as a Government representative in the Commis- 
sion.” And whereas the Prime Minister at the same time and place concurred 
in the views so expressed by his Minister; And whereas the statements re- 
ferred to are of such serious public import that it is incumbent upon this House 
to take cognizance of them; Be it therefore resolved, that a Committee of the 
House be named with full power to inquire into and report to this House upon 
the estimates and expenditures made in respect to the Chippawa Power De- 
velopment, such Committee to be composed of Messrs. Doherty, Biggs, Crockett, 
Sewell, Casselman, Cooper (Welland), Sinclair, Nickle and Lewis. 


Mr. Doherty moved in amendment, seconded by Mr. Drury, 


That all the words in the Resolution, down to and including the word 
“therefore” in the thirteenth line thereof be omitted and that all the words 
following the word “‘that’’ in the same line be also omitted and that the follow- 
ing be added after the said word “that,” 


This House has confidence that the Government will take necessary and 
proper steps to provide for the full, impartial and expert investigation of the 
estimates and expenditures of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of On- 
tario, and furthermore, is of opinion that when such investigation has been 
completed, the facts and findings should be submitted to this Legislative 
Assembly.” 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight ; 


Wednesday, 12th April, 1922. 


And the Amendment, having been put, w 


Rin: as carried on the following 
division: 
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YAS. 


Messieurs: 


Asmussen Fenton McCreary Smith 
Biggs Tox McDonald Staples 
Bowman .. Freeborn. .- MacVicar Stringer 
_ Bragg Govenlock . Mageau Taylor 
Brown Grant Mulls Tisdelle 
Cameron Greenlaw Montgomery ‘Tooms 
Carmichael Hall Murdoch Walker 
Carty Hicks Nixon Warren 
Clarke Johnson Oke Watson 
Cridland (Lanark) Raney Webster 
Cunningham Johnston Rollo W iddifield—53. 
Denyes (Simcoe) Ross 
Doherty Leeson (Glengarry) 
Drury — Lethbridge Sandy 
Kivans . McArthur Sewell 
Nays. 
Messieurs : 
Allan Ecclestone Kennedy _ Ramsden 
Black Evanturel McCrea Rankin 
Buckland Ferguson MeLeod Rennie 
Casselman Fowler MeNamara Sinclair 
Cooke Godfrey MacBride Stover 
Cooper Halerow Marceau Thompson 
(Toronto) Hay Marshall Tolmie—33. 
Crawford Henry Mewhinney 
Dewart Treland Price 
Parrs. 
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The Main Motion, as amended, having been then put, was carried on the 
following division: 


YRASs. 


Messieurs: 


Asmussen Fenton McCreary Smith 
Biggs Fox McDonald Staples 
Bowman Freeborn MacVicar Stringer | 
Bragg Govenlock Mageau Taylor 
Brown Grant Mills Tisdelle 
Cameron Greenlaw Montgomery Tooms 
Carmichael Hall Murdoch Walker 
Carty Hicks Nixon Warren 
Clarke Johnson Oke Watson 
Cridland (Lanark) Raney Webster 
Cunningham Johnston Rollo W iddifield—53. 
Denyes (Simcoe) Ross 
Doherty Leeson (Glengarry ) 
Drury Lethbridge Sandy 
Evans McArthur Sewell 
Nays. 
Messieurs : 
Allan Iicclestone Kennedy Ramsden 
Black Evanturel MeCrea Rankin 
Buckland Ferguson McLeod Rennie 
Casselman Fowler McNamara Sinclair 
Cooke Godfrey MacBride Stover 
Cooper Halcrow Marceau Thompson 
(Toronto) Hay Marshall Tolmie—33. 
Crawford Henry Mewhinney 
Dewart Treland Price 
Parrs 
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And it was 


| Resolved, That this House has confidence that the Government will 

take necessary and proper steps to provide for the full, impartial and 
expert investigation of the estimates and expenditures of the Hydro-Electric 
Power Commission of Ontario, and further, is of opinion that when such in- 
vestigation has been completed, the facts and findings should be submitted 
to this Lc gislative Assembly. 


The House then adjourned at 2.30 a.m. 











Wednesday, April 12th, 1922. 
'PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocxk, P.M. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 214), intituled “The Workmens Compensation Amendment 
Act.” Ma: Tolmie. 


_ Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Henry asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the mileage of Provincial Highway constructed on the Huron 
road immediately west of Stratford. 2. With what surface has this highway 
been constructed. 3. What was the original estimate of the cost of the Strat- 
ford-Sebringville section, 334 miles. 4. What is the cost to date of the Strat- 
ford-Sebringville section, 334 miles. 5. What additional expenditure, if any, 
will be required to complete this section of the highway 6. What proportion 
of the cost of this road is contributed by the Dominion Government. 7. What 
proportion of the cost will be paid by the County of Perth or municipalities. 
8. Is it the intention of the Government to leave the open ditch, as at present, 
on either side of this road. 


And the Minister of Public Works replied in the words and figures 
following: 


1. 3.89 miles. 2. Asphaltic Concrete, 3 miles with macadam base and 
remainder with cement concrete base. 3. $195,165.48. 4. $207,906.71. 
5. None. 6. 40 per cent. 7. County of Perth, 20 per cent., City of Strat- 


ford. 20 per cent. of $109,454.87. 8. Yes. 
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Mr. Cooper (Toronto) asked the following Question :— 


1. What amount was received from Corporations in the City of Toronto 
and the County of York for Race track meeting licenses, and tax on the 
parimutuel machines. 2. What amount was received for Motor licenses 
issned in the City of Toronto. 3. What amount was paid by way of taxes 
by Corporations in the City of Tioronto under “The Corporations Tax Act.” 
4. What amount was the total revenue derived from the Land Transfer tax, 
5. How much of said revenue was paid by residents of the City of Toronto. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied as follows: 





1, 045 120.00, 2. Approximately $564.944.00. 3. No record: 
A> t6?-006.—5- months, 5: No record, 


Mr. Allan asked the following Question :— 


1. What is the date of the last return made to the Provincial Secretary’s 
Department by the E. J. Callaghan Company Limited, of Fort Francis. 
2. Who are the shareholders, and what is the respective amount of stock held 
by each, as shown by such return. 


And the Provincial Secretary replied in the words and figures fol- 
lowing :— | 


1. The last return of E. J. Callaghan, Limited, is as of December 31, 
1921. 

2. Names of shareholders: Breckon, W. G., 10 shares; Callaghan, E. J., 
383 shares; Domanski, C., 10 shares; Desorcy, Kate, 5 shares; Decaire, Louis, 
10 shares; Grimshaw, K. C., 2 shares; Keyes, F. H., 5 shares; Lloyd, Bruce, 
5 shares; Lipke, P. J., 60 shares; Miller, S., 5 shares; Mackenzie, Dr. D. C., 
10 shares; Smith, A. E., 10 shares; Sandul, N., 5 shares; Watson, -A. H., 
20 shares. 


Mr. MacBride asked the following Question :— 


Aa Has Wallace Nesbitt, IX.C., been employed, retained or consulted pro- 
fessionally by the Prime Minister, or any Member of the Government, since 
November 15th, 1919. 2. If so, by what Member of the Government. 
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And the Premier replied as follows :— 


1. Yes. 2. Mr. Nesbitt was retained by the former Government to act 
in the Appeal to the Privy Council in the case of Great West Saddlery Com- 
pany vs. the King, and he was continued as such Counsel in this case by the 
present Government, but other than this has not been employed or retained 
by any Department since the date mentioned in the question. 


Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question :— 


1. (a) Has E. W. Backus furnished bonds to guarantee that he will 
carry out his undertakings in connection with the English River limits. (0) 
‘i]f not, why not. (c) If so, what is the amount and the condition of the 
bond, who are the bondsmen. 2. (a) Under Clause 5 of the Agreement of 
September 30th, 1920, between the Province of Ontario and Mr. E. W. Backus, 
it is stated among other things, as follows :— 


“The Company . . . specifically undertake that 
they will construct and place in operation one unit 
of the said pulp-mill of fifty tons daily capacity not 
later than the 1st day of October, 1921.” 


Has Mr.* Backus fulfilled this special portion of the Agreement. (b) If 
this condition of the contract has not been carried out, does the Minister on 
account of such default intend to cancel Agreement of September 30th, 1920. 
8. (a) Does the Agreement of September 30th, 1920, confer on Mr. Backus 
a permanent option on the White Dog power without any specific limitation 
as to time of development. 4. Is the Government aware that the Company 
is paying only 25c. per hour for labour at Kenora. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words following :— 
Ia (a) Yes, (b) See answer to (a), (¢) $250,000. Dominion of Canada 


Bonds. 2. (a) As far as it was possible having regard to Dominion Govern- 
ment delaying approval of plans. (b) See answer to (a). 3. (a) No. 4. No. 





Mr. McCrae asked the following Question :— 


1. Have any grants or concessions been made or promised by the 
Government of any timber rights, privileges or concessions on either side 
of the proposed extension of the T. & N. O. Railway north of the Trans- 
continental Railway. If so, when, and to whom, and upon what terms and 
conditions. 2. Have any applications been made to the Government for any 
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grants or concessions of timber rights or privileges an or over any part of 
the above territory. If so, when and by whom. Has the Government 
considered calling or decided to call for public or ne tenders for any 
timber rights, privileges or concessions in any part of the above territory. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied as follows:— 


1. No, other than for railway construction purposes. 2. No. 3, No. 


Mr. Ferguson asked the following Question :— 


1. Has the Government considered the advisability of appointing or 
engaging a financial expert or controller-in connection with the Treasury 
Department. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied in the negative. 


On Motion of Mr. Henry, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of 
all correspondence, memoranda and reports between the Toronto and 
Hamilton Highway Commission and the Minister of Public Works or any 
member of the Government since November 15th, 1919. 


Mr. Marshall moved, seconded by Mr. Curry, 


That there be laid before this House a Return of copies of all documents, 
agreements, memoranda, correspondence and papers relating to the Rocke- 
feller Foundation Gift to Toronto University, between the Minister of Edu- 
cation or any other Minister of the Government, or the President, or any 
other of the University authorities and any person or persons liendoaver 
with reference to the said gift. 


And a Debate having ensued, it was, 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 


Bill (No. 172), To amend the Community Halls Act. 


Referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Colonization. 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 140), To 
amend the Dog Tax and Sheep Protection Act, having been read, 


Mr. Casselman moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time, 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again resolve 
itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 





The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of the Bureau of Municipal Affairs for 1921. (Sesstonal Papers 
No. 47.) 


Also—Regulations and Orders-in-Council made since March 26th, 1922, 
of the Department of Education or of the Public Schools, Separate Schools or 
High Schools. (Sessional Papers, No. 56.) 





The House then Adjourned at 10.45 p.m. 
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Thursday, April 13th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Eighth Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills without amendment ; 
Bill (No. 39), An Act respecting the City of Windsor. 


Bill (No. 49), An Act respecting the City of Galt. 


Your Committee recommend that the fees less the actual cost of print- 
ing, be remitted on Bill (No. 30), “An Act to amend the ‘Constitution of 
Huron College” on the ground that it is one relating to a. Religious 
Institution. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing, be remitted 
en Bill (No. 80), Huron College. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading Ol, otll-( Noe lett be 
amend The Highway Improvement Act, having been read, 


Mr. Biggs moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And a Debate having arisen, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until Tuesday next. 
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On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That when this House adjourns To-day, it do stand adjourned 


until Three of the Clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, the Eighteenth day 
of April instant. 


The House then adjourned at 4.30 p.m. 








Tuesday, April 18th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that the House do again 
resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, 
Mr. Dewart moved, in amendment, seconded by Mr. Lang, 


That all the words of the Motion after the first word ‘‘That” be struck 
out and the following substituted therefor: ‘This Legislature condemns 
the policy of the present Government in borrowing moneys under the Hydro- 
Electric Act, R.S.O., Chapter 39, Section 14, which reauires that such 
sums as the LieutenantGovernor in Council may deem requisite for the 
purposes of that Act, may be paid over to the Commission and shall be 
accounted for and audited as prescribed by the Act and in defiance of the 
express provisions of the said Act, in illegally diverting and misappropria- 
ting moneys so raised, for highways and other purposes without the authority 
or consent of the Legislature and that a statement of the accounts of the 
Province should be furnished at once by the Provincial Treasurer to show 
what sum has been so improperly diverted and misappropriated, since the 
thirty-first October, 1919.” 


And a Debate having ensued, it was on the Motion of Mr. Warren, 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 176), 
To amend the Travelling Shows Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the “Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, 

That the Committee had me some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 71), 
To aid in the Grading and Packing of Fruit, and after some time spent. 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, 

That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


“The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, 


A Return to an Order of the House of 10th March, 1922, That there 
be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all correspondence between 
the Minister of Lands and Forests, the Prime Minister, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, or any Member of the Gover nainnt and EK. W. Backus or any person 
on ie behalf or any other company, firm or person, together with all estimates, 
reports, advertisements, conditions of sale, tenders, agreements maps, docu- 
ments, memoranda and papers of every kind and nature relating to (1) The 
Lake of the Woods pulp concession; (2) The White Dog Rapids water 
power or any other water power in Ontario; (8) The English River Pulp 
concession; (4) The Keewatin Lumber Company; ; (5) The Keewatin Power 
Company. (Sessional Papers No. 78.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.10 P.M. 











Wednesday, April 19th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 215), intituled “An Act to amend the Statute Labour Act.” 
Mr. Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill ‘be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 216), intituled “An Act to amend the Steam Boiler Act.” 
Mr. Rollo. 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 217), intituled ‘““An Act to amend the Fact 
Building Act.” Meeeatlc. e Factory, Shop and Office 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 218), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Compani 
va Wes eae Brackin’ PEO 1 On Ea Loe 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 219), intituled “An Act respecting Works and Measures to 
relieve Unemployment.” Mr. Rollo. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Ferguson asked the following Question: 


1. What is the amount of compensation asked by each of the members 
of the Hydro-Radial Commission for his services upon such commission. 
2. What amount has been paid to each Commissioner. 3. Is it the intention 
of the Government to pay the Commissioners any further amount, and, if 
so, how. much. 


To which the Premier replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Excepting the Chairman, $9,000. 2. Excepting the Chairman, 
$5,000. 3. The matter has not been decided. 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question: 


1. Is one Harry T. Wheeler in the employ of the Government in con- 
nection with O.T.A. work or in any other capacity. 2. When was he in 
the employ of the Government and for what period of time, if not so em- 
ployed at the present time, and in what capacity. 3. What was Wheeler’s 
occupation before such employment if any, by the Government. 4. What 
amount was paid to the said Wheeler (a) for services, (b) for disbursements. 
5. On how many cases of investigation was he engaged. 6. On how many 
cases and in what cases did he give evidence. 7. On whose recommendation 
was he employed. 8. If he is not now in the employ of the Government, 
was he (a) discharged or (b) allowed to resign. 
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And the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. No. 2. August 30th, 1921 to October 15th, 1921 as Special Officer. 
3. Police Constable, store keeper, general laborer. 4. (a) $166.65. 
(b) $115.45. 5. Three. 6. One case. 7. E. D. L. Hammond. 8. (a) Yes. 
(b) Answered by (a). 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion and Amendment; that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that 
the House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having been 
read, 


The Debate was resumed, 
And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Stringer, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


Mr. Drury presented to the House: 


Copy of Commission issued to Walter Dymond Gregory, et al to inquire 
into and report upon the estimates and other matters relating to the Queens- 
ton-Chippawa Power Development in pursuance of Order-in-Council, dated 
13th April, 1922, thereto annexed. (Sessional Papers No. 82.) 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


First Annual Report of the Public Service Superannuation Board for 
year ending October, 31st, 1921. (Sessional Papers No. 79.) 


Also—Regulations of the Provincial Board of Health for sanitary con- 
trol of Lumber, Timber and Mining Camps. (Sessional Papers No. 80.) 
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Also—A return to an Order of the House of 29th March, 1921. That 
there be laid before the House a Return showing: 1. What is the number of 
applications to the Board of License Commissioners, or any Commissioner, 
Official or Minister for the remission of fines or sentences under the O.T.A. 
in regard to which the member for South-East Toronto (Seat “B”) acted 
personally or was interested professionally. 2. (a) What is the number 
of such applications favourably considered; (b) Rejected. 38. (a) What is 
the total sum of fines under the O.T.A. remitted in regard to which the member 
for South-East Toronto (Seat “B’’) acted personally or was interested pro- 
fessionally ; (b) What is the aggregate number of fines remitted from sentences 
imposed under the O.T.A. in regard to which the member for South-East 
Toronto (Seat “B”) acted personally or was interested professionally. 
(Sessional Papers No. 81.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.40 p.m. 


Thursday, April 20th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


_ Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Ninth Report which was read as follows:— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill with certain amendments ; 


Bill (No. 198), An ‘Act respecting the Town of Cobourg. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding Rule 51, of Your 
Honourable House the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended to and inclusive of Tuesday the Second day of May next. 


Mr. Raney then moved, 
That the Report be adopted. 


Mr. Hill moved in amendment, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 
T.29-7 
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That all the words of the Motion after the first word “That” be omitted, 
and the following substituted therefor, “the Ninth Report of the Private 
Bills Committee be not now adopted, but that it be reeommitted to the Com- 
mittee.on Private Bills, with instructions. to reconsider Bill (No. 27), To 
authorize the Law Séeiety of Upper Canada to admit Pierre Edouard Blondin 
to practise as a Barrister and Solicitor. 


And the Amendment, having been put, was lost on the following division: 


YRAS. 


Messieurs: 


Allan. Ferguson. Ireland. Nickle. 
Black. Fowler. J oynt. Thompson. 
Cooke. Fox. Kennedy. Widdifield—21. 
Crawford. Gray. McCrae. 
Doherty. Henry. MacBride. 
Ecclestone. Hall. Montgomery. 
Nays. 
Messieurs: 

Biggs. Govenlock,. MacVicar. Sandy. 
Bowman. Greenlaw. Marceau. Sinclair. 
Brackin. Hall. Mewhinney. Slack. 
Brown. Hay. Mills. Smith. 
Cameron. Hicks. Murdoch. Staples. 
Carmichael. Johnson. Nixon. Stevenson. 
Clarke. Sasol Oke. Swayze. 
Cooper. Johnston. Pinard. Taylor. 

ce rues Ramsden. Tisdelle. 
Crockett. Leeson. Raney. Tolmie. 
Cunningham. Lethbridge. Rennie. Tooms. 
Curry. McAlpine. Rollo. Walker. 
Dewart. McArthur. Ross. | Watson. 
Drury. McCreary. saben gear 2) Webster—57. 
Evanturel. McDonald. Ross. 
Freeborn. McLeod. (OxFerA) 

Pars, 


Lewis. 








Sewell. 
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The Motion for the adoption of the Report having been then again 
put, was carried, and the Report was accordingly adopted, and it was, 


Ordered, That the time for receiving Reports from Committees on 
Private Bills be extended until and inclusive of Tuesday the Second day of 
May next. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion and Amendment, that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair, and that 
the House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having been 
read, 

TheDebate was resumed, 


And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Curry. 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 65), 
respecting Insurance Rating Bureaus and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, ‘That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 66), To amend the Ontario Insurance Act, and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MaceVicar reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


. - Me , a or a 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to 


Ordered, ‘That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
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The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
61), Respecting Automobile Insurance, and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time to-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
62), Respecting Accident and Sickness Insurance, and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time to-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 130), 
to amend The Provincial Highway Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Auditors’ Report for the year 1920-21. (Sessional Papers, No. 54.) 


Also—Report of the Bureau of Archives for the year 1921. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 52.) 


Also—Return to an Order of the House of 29th April, 1921. That 
there be laid before this House, a Return of the Report of the officer, or 
person, who has been conducting a scale of the logs and mill-cut at twenty- 
six lumber mills of Onitario throughout the sawing season of 1920, and 
which the Minister of Lands and Forests has reported to the House is now 
in his possession, together with the data on which the Report was ibased and 
all correspondence in connection therewith. (Sessional Papers, No. 83.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.30 p.m. 
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Friday, April 21st, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 ‘O’Clock, P.M. 
Mr. Speaker informed the House:— 


That the Clerk had received from the Railway and Municipal Board, 
their Report in the following case :— 


Bill (No. 72), Respecting the Town of Wallaceburg. 
The Report was then read by the Clerk at the Table, as follows :— 
To The Honourable, the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


Upon the reference under Rule 61 (a) of your Honourable House, to The 
Ontario Railway and Municipal Board of Bill No. 72 (1922), intituled ‘An 
Act respecting the Town of Wallaceburg,” the Board begs leave respectfully 
to report that in the judgment of the Board it is reasonable that such Bill 
should be passed by your Honourable House, providing it is amended as 
shown in the copy of such Bill attached hereto. 


The indebtedness amounting to the sum of $35,000 referred to in the 
Bill has been largely incurred in respect of works of a permanent character as 
set out in the preamble to the Bill, and for this reason the Board recommends 
that the debentures to be issued therefor shall be payable in not more than 
ten years from the date of issue. 


All of which is respectfully submitted, 


D. M. McIntyre, 


Chairman. 


J. A. ELxis, 


Commassioner. 


Dated at Toronto, 
This twenty-first day of April, A.D., 1922. 


Ordered, That Bill (No. 72), Respecting the Town of Wallaceburg be 
referred to the Committee on Private Bills with instructions to consider 
the same with reference to the suggestions of the Railway and Municipal 
Board thereon. 
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The following Bill was introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 220), intituled “An Act to extend the right to vote at Muni- 
cipal Elections.” Mr. Nixon. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. . 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Doherty, 


Ordered, That the following members constitute the Select Committee 
to which was referred Bills Nos. 111, 118 and 119, re Voters’ Lists:— 


Messrs. Drury, Raney, Smith, Warren, Casselman, Walker, MacVicar, 
Crockett, ‘Cunningham, McCrae, Nickle, Hill, Clarke, Cooper (Welland), 
Sinclair and ‘Marshall, and 


That Bill (No. 109), referred to the Municipal Committee be referred 
instead to the above-named Committee. 


On Motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Drury, 


Ordered, That the Order for the third reading of Bill (No. 61), Respect- 
ing Automobile Insurance: Bill (No. 62), Respecting Accident ‘and Sick- 
ness Insurance: Bill (No. 64), Respecting Insurance Agents, Brokers and 
Adjusters, and Bill (No. 65), Respecting Insurance Rating Bureaus, be dis- 
charged and that the Law Clerk be instructed to consolidate the provisions of the 
several Bills into one Bill, to be intituled, “Bill (No. 66), To amend the Ontario 
insurance Act,” and that the same be reprinted and submitted to the House for 
final consideration, 


Mr. Mageau asked the following Question: 


1, Was any money, appropriated for road purposes and bridges under 
the Northern Development Branch. expended outside of the Northern districts 
namely, Nipissing, Sturgeon Falls, Sudbury, Timiskaming, Cochrane, 
Algoma, Rainy River, Port Arthur, Fort William and Sault Ste. Marie in 
the years 1919, 1920, 1921. 2. If so, in what counties outside of the above 
named territory was any of such money spent. 3. How much, if any, in 
each County. 
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And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and. figures 


(1) Yes. (2) Simcoe and Renfrew. (3) Expenditures as under:— 
following :— 





1919 1920 1921 
County of Simese ... $15,510.94 $43,246.84  $ 799.51 
County of Renfrew 24,491.55 19,505.67 18,421.12 


Mr. Mageau asked the following Question: 


1. Was any money, appropriated for Roads under the Colonization 
Roads Branch, expended outside of the Northern districts namely, Nipis- 
sing, Sturgeon Falls, Sudbury, Timiskaming, Cochrane, Algoma, Rainy River, 
Port Arthur, Fort William and Sault Ste. Marie in the years 1919, 1920, and 
1921. 2. If so, in what counties outside of the above named territory was 
any such money spent. 3. How much, if any, in each County. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


(1) Yes. (2) Addington, Bruce, Frontenac, Grey, Hastings, Lanark, 
Leeds, Lennox, Ontario North, Peterborough, Renfrew, Simcoe and Victoria 
and (Haliburton—Provisional ‘County. ) 

(3) ix pond tures as under :— 








1919 1920 1921 
County of Addington .. $18,565.18 $17,147.31 $17,364.18 
County of Bruce 4,400.50 7,923.75 6,686.92 
County of Frontenac 4,101.75 ' 4,294.97 7,582.41 
County of Grey 1,800.00 9,195.52 —_—_—- 
County of Hastings 16,886.38 18,968.44 18,997.47 
County of Lanark 2,105.07 2,300.72 3,336.81 
County of Leeds 3,290.82 2,304.53 2,669.75 
County of Lennox 500.00 2,000.00 ———- 
County of Ontario 

“ree hes ie 2,004.02 4357.14 5,069.88 
- County of -Peter- 

borough oo. see. 5,951.86 5,622.49 8,145.14 
County of Renfrew 31,072.78 34,507.75 32,807.08 
County of Simcoe 10,863.23 14,261.74 9,762.43 
County of Victoria, and | . 

Haliburton, (Provision- 

al County) 15,706.73 19,615.09 19,219.02 
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Mr. Buckland asked the following Question: 


1. Is S. J. Martin, of Kemptville now in the employ of the Highways 
Department or any other department of the Government. 2. If not, has he 
been so employed. 3. What was the term of such employment. 4. What 
were his duties. 5. What qualification had he for the position. 6. Whiat 
previous experience had he in such work. 7 What is his salary. 8. What 
allowance is made him for expenses. 9. What amount has been paid him 
to date (1) for salary, (2) for expenses. 


And the Minister of Public Works replied in the words following :— 


1. No. 2. Yes. 3. During the period April 1st to December 1st, 1921. 
4. General foreman in charge of procuring and planting trees on the Ottawa- 
Prescott Highway under the direction of the Highway Forester, together 
with some work as foreman on grading under the direction of the Resident 
Engineer. 5. Received special instruction from the Highway Forester. 6. No 
information. 7. Wages $4.50 per day. 8. Actual and necessary travelling 
and living expenses when away from place of residence. 9. For wages, 
$940.50, and for expenses, $1,038.70. . 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question: 


1. When did the Provincial Board of Health obtain the license to 
manufacture Phenarsenamine (Salvarsan). 2. When did it begin to manu- 
facture Phenarsenamine. 3. What was the amount expended in installing 
the equipment to manufacture the compound and in experimental work. 
4. What has been expended each year in maintaining the equipment and ap- 
paratus for this manufacture. 5. What was expended each year in the pur- 
chase of chemicals, containers and raw material and for gas and other services 
used in producing the Phenarsenamine. 6. Who are the members of the 
staff engaged in this manufacture, either directly or in a supervisory capacity. 
7. What salary ‘has ‘been paid to each of these each year since the manu- 
facture began. 8. What clerical staff is employed in the sale and distribution 
of Phenarsenamine. 9. What amount has been expended annually to main- 
tain this staff. 10. How many doses of different weights of Phenarsenamine 
have been manufactured and sold each year by the Provincial Board of 
Health. 11. What amount has been received each year from the sale of 
Phenarsenamine to the Hospitals, and for Free Clinics in Venereal Diseases 
(a) in the Province of Ontario. (b) in the other Provinces of Canada and 
(c) how much has been given free. 12. What is the charge exacted per dose 
of different weight, in the sale of Phenarsenamine. 13. In determining this 
price, what overhead expenses have been taken into account. 14. Does the 
Provincial Board of Health supply the products of other manufacturers of 
Salvarsan to Hospitals and clinics if requested ito do so by the physician in 
charge, and if so, upon what terms. 15. What are the lowest prices at which 


the Salvarsan products can be purchased from other manufactuers by the — 
Provincial Board of Health. 
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And the Minister of Labour replied in the words and figures.following :— 


1. July 29th, 1919. 2. June ist, 1920. 3. $6,582.83. 4. To Dec., 1921 
$937.61. 5. To Dec, 1921, $6,077.81. 6. A. R. Bonham, B.ASc., H. G. 
Killham, R. E. Packham, Robert Bradley, H. M. Lancaster, BA. Se., Direc- 
tor of Laboratories (Supervision). 7. June, 1920—Dec., 1920. A. R. 
Bonham, $1,275.00; H. G. Killham, $600.00; Dec., 1920—Dec., 1921. 
A. R. Bonham, $2,550.00; H. G. Killham, $1,200.00; R. E. Packham, 
$400.00; A. D. McClure, $1.000.00 ; Robert Bradley, $86.55. 8. None. 
9, Answered by No. 8. 

10. June ist, 1920—Dec. Ist, 1920. 


. Sold. Manufactured. 
EO TEDOUICS 0 ye cp es 200 2,187 
iGhe mia Dir EAI Bat ok} 9 6, isec e} aine® 70 1,037.1 
Dec., 1920—Dec., 1921. 
No.of? Ampoules «flea. vee. 2,042 13,215 
ro Teleaarams cre ne 762.6 6,636.8 


11..(A) Nil. ,(B) 1920, $75.00; 1921, $725.50. 


June, 1920—Dec., 1920. Dee., 1920—Dec., 103.1. 

(C) No. of Ampoules ..2,587 11,167 

Pee GALES. Steer 967.1 5,871 
12. 0.2 Gram, 25 cents; 0.38 Gram, 35 cents; 0.4 Gram, 40 cents; 
0.5 Gram, 50 cents; 0.6 Gram, 55 cents; 2.0 Gram, $1.70 cents. 
13. Rental, Interest om Capital Investment, Heating, Lighting, Janitor 
Services, General Supervision. 14. No. 15, 0.2 Gram, 2934 cents: 0.3 Gram, 
393, cents; 0.4 Gram, 4334 cents; 0.5 Gram, 5034 cents; 0.6 Gram, 5734 

cents. These prices are 65% below list price. 





Mr. Henry asked the following Question :— 


1. How much money has the Department of Highways received to date 
from the Federal Government under the Canada Roads Act towards construc- 
tion of Provincial Highways. 2. How many miles of Provincial Highways 
has this payment been distributed over. 3. What further amount if any, has 
been appropriated by the Federal Government under agreemenit or agree- 
ments with the Highways Department. 


And the Minister of Public Works replied in the figures following :-— 


1. $1,326,329.01.. 2. 432.98 miles. 38. $3,271,783.84. 
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Mr. Asmussen asked the following Question :— 


1. How many girls are in attendance at MacDonald Institute in Guelph. 
9. How many of such attendants come from (a) Urban Municipalities. 
(b) Rural Municipalities. 3. Is any preference shown to applicants for ad- 
mission from Rural Municipalities to those from Urban Municipalities, or 
Vice Versa. 

1. 197. 2. (a) 159. (b) 38. 3. Yes. In the Non-professional Courses, 
only rural applicants are accepted up to July prior to opening of Courses in 
September. 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


1. Are certain doctors in the Province of Ontario under the ban of the 


Workmen’s Compensation Board as Practitioners whose “services are not 
acceptable to the Board.” 2. If so, how many. 3. In the cases of how many 
doctors, has written notice been sent to any person or Corporation that the 
doctor in question was one whose services are not acceptable to the Board, or 
that he should not in future be employed or paid for Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion cases. 4. Under what authority does the Chairman, or any other Official 
under the Workmens’ Compensation Act, make such ruling or send such notice. 
5. Does the Minister of Labour approve of such action by the Chairman or any 
other member or official of the Board. 


And the Minister of Labour replied as follows:— 


1. Yes, the Workmen’s Compensation Board has directed from time 
to time that certain doctors whose employment, by reason of inefficient ser- 
vices, neglect or unreliability in giving necessary reports and information, 
rendering of exorbitant or padded and dishonest accounts, or other cause, 
were not considered to be conducive to the proper administration of the Act, 
should not in future be employed or paid by the Board in Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Board eases. 2. Thirty-one in all, of whom six have ‘been reinstated. 
there being one application for reinstatement now pending. 3. In all cases 
where, by reason of the doctor in: question being one who had been in the habit 
of acting in connection with a factory or plant or seeming likely or 
attempting to act in any Workmen’s Compensation Board case, notification 
was considered necessary to make the Board’s direction effective; also wher- 
ever inquiry concerning the doctor was made by an employer or a workman 
interested. There is no record of the exact number, but notification or in- 
formation concerning the Board’s action was given in the majority of the 
31 cases, the exception being where the doctor in question intimated that 
he would not deal with the Board’s cases thereafter and had not done so. 
4. Under the provisions of The Workmen’s Compensation Act and amend- 
ments thereto, especially subsection 8 and 6 of Section 44a, as enacted by 


Section 9 of Chapter 34 of the Statutes of 1917. 5. Under the provisions ~ 


of the Act the approval of the Minister of Labour is not necessary. ~ 


/ 
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On motion of Mr. McCrae, seconded by Mr. Cooke, 

Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return showing how 
many timber limits have been offered for sale since December 1st, 1919, and 
where situated. 2. Were they all sold by tender. 38. How long was each sale 


advertised. 4. The date of sale, area and price paid. 5. How many tenders 
were received in each ease. 6. The name of the successful tenderer. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 174) To amend the Disqualification Act. 
Referred to the Legal Committee. 

Bill (No. 179), To amend the Municipal Drainage Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 199), To amend the Pharmacy Act. 


Referred to the Legal Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 184), To pro- 
vide for the more equitabable taxation of lands in certain Townships, having 
been read, 


Mr. Walker moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And a Debate having ensued, it was 


Ordered, that the Debate be adjourned until Monday next. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 197), To amend 
the Assessment Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The House then adjourned at 5.30 p.m. - 
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Monday, April 24th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 221), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Game and 
Fisheries Act.” Mr. Mills. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed:— 
Bill (No. 20), Respecting the Village of Waterdown. 

Bill (No. 28), Respecting the Town of Mimico. 

Bill (No. 30), To amend the Constitution of Huron College. 


Bill (No. 1), Respecting the Waterloo County Loan and Savings 
Company. 


Bill (No. 8), Respecting the County of Grey. 
Bill (No. 2), Respecting the Municipality of Shuniah. 


Bill (No. 8), To enable the Town of Gananoque to withdraw from the 
jurisdiction of the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville. 


Bill (No. 33), Respecting the City of St. Thomas. 
Bill (No. 32), Respecting the Town of Sudbury. ms 


Bill (No. 38), Respecting the County of Carleton. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills. 


Bill (No. 6), Respecting the City of Brantford. 


Bill (No. 9), To amend the Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 
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Bill (No. 10), Respecting the City of Ottawa, 


Bill (No. 37), Respecting the Township of Nepean. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time To- 
morrow. , 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 18), Respecting the Town of Preston. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 29), To confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 24), Respecting the Town of Collingwood. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 4), Respecting the City of Fort William. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 185), To amend the Municipal Act. 

Referred to the Municipal Committee. | 

Bill (No. 196), To amend the Local Improvement Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


| The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 49), Respect- 
_ ing the City of Galt, having been read, 


Mr. Homuth moved. 


That the Order be discharged and that the Bill be recommitted to the 
Standing Committee on Private Bills for further consideration and report.’ 
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And the Motion having been put, was carried, and the Bill was accord- 
ingly recommitted to the Committee. 


Mr. Nickle asked the following Question :— 


Public Accounts, 1919-20. 

Treasury Bill M.M. apparently not shown. 

Treasury Bill J.J. shown as direct liability of $5,000.000. 

Public Accounts 1920-21 p. 8 and 9. 

Treasury Bill M.M.—Receipts $45,172.60; Payments $1,030,020.00 
Where is the balance of receipts shown. , 


Treasury Bill J.J.—Payments $4,200,291.50. Unpaid balance not 
shown as direct lability. Why not. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied in the words and figures fol- 
lowing :— 


J.J. ‘Lreasury Bills, $5,000,000. were issued June 15th, 1920, due 
December 15th, 1920. Receipts shown in 1920 Public Accounts, Page A26, 
and shown as a direct liability, $5,000,000. Page A111. 


When these became due December 15, 1920 (Fiscal Year, 1921), 
$4,050,000. principal was paid off with interest on the whole $5,000,000. 
Public Accounts Page 9. The balance $950,000, was renewed along with 
$50,000 additional payment, and this issue was called M.M. $1,000,000, 
dated December 15th, 1920, due June 15th, 1921. 


The receipts for the additional $50,000 are shown in 1921 Public 
Accounts $45,172.60, Page 8, also the payment of the M.M. Bills-at maturity, 
Page 9. 


Mr. McLeod asked the following Question :— 


1. What sums were paia to Gordon Waldron, K.C., in the year ending 
October 31st, 1921, and for what services. 2. What sums were paid to Gor- 
don Waldron since October 31st, 1921, down to March 31st, 1922, and for 
what services. 3. Are there any outstanding and unpaid accounts to Gordon 
Waldron, K.C., and for what services, if any. 


And the Attorney General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Toronto Assizes, Fall 1920, $1,651: Toronto Assizes, Spring 1921, 


$1,301; Toronto Assizes, Winter 1921 $691 ; total $3,643. 
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2. Toronto Assizes, Fall 1921, $1,177.80; Toronto Assizes, Winter 1922, 
$1,708.00; Kitchener ‘Spring Assizes, $663. 55; North (Bay Investigation 
$883. ole total $4,433.26. | 

3. ve in connection with his representing the Lands and Forests De- 
partment at the Timber Investigation. 


Mr. McNamara asked the following Question :— 


1. In what matters has Mr. Gordon Waldron, K. C. been retained by 
the Government up to the present date apart fro his retainers as Crown 
Counsel at the Toronto and York Assizes. 2. What is the amount of his fees in 
each case. 3. In what cases has he been employed to supersede the local 
Crown Attorney in the prosecution of criminal charges. 


And the Attorney General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Kitchener Spring Assizes, 1921. North Bay Inquiry. Representing 
the Lands and Forests Dept. on the Timber Investigation. 2. Kitchener 
Spring Assizes 1921, Pen HD North Bay Inquiry, $883. 91; Timber Inves- 
tigation, account not paid. Rex vs. Ahrens, ( ‘Kitchener) ; Rex vs. Sand- 
relli, (North Bay) ; Rex vs. vlegenleek (North bea Rex vs. Fleming, (North 
Bay); Rex vs. McKenzie, (North Bay); Rex vs. Michaud, (North Bay). 


Mr. Ecclestone asked the following Question :— 


1. Was any expert accountant from outside the Civil Service engaged 
to assist the Treasurer to prepare the Public Accounts and Financial State- 
ment for the year ending October 31st, 1921. 2. If so, what is his name 
and address. 3. How long was he engaged at the work. 4. What is his 


account for such service. 
And the Provincial Treasurer replied as follows :— 


1. No. 2, 3 and 4 answered by No. 1. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No- 205), To amend 
the Motor Vehicle Act having been read, 


Mr. Brackin moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on t): 
Motion and Amendment—That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair and 
that the House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having 
been read, 


The Debate was resumed. 
After some time. it was, on the Motion of Mr. Cooke, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House :— 


Return to an Order of the House of 21st April, 1922, That there be 
laid before this House, a Return showing how many timber limits have been 
offered for sale since December Ist, 1919, and where situated. 2. Were they 
all sold by tender. 3. How long was each sale advertised. 4. The date of 
sale, area and price ne a: Shae many tenders were received in each case. 
6. The name of the successful tenderer. (Sessional Papers. No. 84.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.35 p.m, é \ 





Tuesday, April 25th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. , 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from fe Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Tenth Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 31), An Act respecting the London Street Railway Company. 
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Your Committee recommend that the fees, less the actual cost of print- 
ing, be remitted on Bill (No. 27), “An Act to authorize the Law Society 
of Upper Canada to admit Pierre Edouard Blondin to practise as a Bar- 
rister and Solicitor,’ on Bill (No. 35), “An Act to amend An Act to incor- 
porate the Village of Erie Beach” and on Bill (No. 36), “An Act to create 
the Town of Riverside as a separate Town within the meaning of The 
“hee Municipal Act,” the same having ‘been withdrawn by the promoters 
thereot. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing, be remitted on 
Bill (No. 27), P. E. Blondin; on Bill (No. 35), Erie Beach and on Bill 
(No. 36), Riverside. 


The folowing Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No, 222), intituled “An Act to incorporate the Ontario Co-opera- 
tive Dairy Products, Limited.” Mr. Doherty. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 223), intituled “An Act to amend the Coroners Act.” Mr. 
Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read éeteéodd time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 224), intituled “An Act to amend the Crown Witnesses Act.” 
Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 225), intituled “An Act respecting the carriage of Liquor 
on Highways.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 226), intituled “An Act to amend the Omario Temperance 
Act.” Mr. Raney. | | 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 227), intituled “An Act to amend the School Sites Act.” 
Mr. Brackin. : 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 228), intituled “An Act to amend the Motor Vehicles Act.” 
Mr. Ferguson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 229), intituled “An Act to amend the Mining ‘Act of Ontario.” 
Mr. Ferguson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 230), intituled “An Act to amend the Suburban Area Devel- 
opment Act.” Mr. Henry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time: 
Bill (No. 211), Respecting Privieges to cut Timber. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned eeate on the 
Motion and Amendment—That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair and 
that the House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having 
been read, 

The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Joynt, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Regulations and Orders in Council made since April 5th, 1922, under 
the authority of the Department of Education Act, or of the “Acts relating 
to Public Schools, Separate Schools, or High Schools. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 56.) 


.  Also—Statement and Report of the Ontario Athletic Commission and 
of Auditor for the year 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 85.) 


The House then adjourned at 11.10 p.m. 








Wednesday, April 26th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 
Mr. N ixon, from the’ Standing Committee on Municipal Law, presented 
their F ourth Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the AUD MNE Bills, an beg 
to report the same without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 17 5),-AnvAct. to re The Highway Improvement Act. 
Bill (No. 179), An Act to amend The Municipal Drainage Act. 


On Motion of Mr. Henry, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


‘Ordered, That notwithstanding that the time for receiving Petitions for 
Private Bills has elapsed, leave be given to present a Petition of the County 
Council of York, and that the same be now read and received. 


The following Petition was then read and received :— 


The Petition of the County Council of York, praying that an Act may 
pass authorizing the Corporation to purchase the Assets of certain Radial 
Railway Companies. 
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On Motion of Mr. Henry, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


Ordered, That ail Rules relating to Private Bills be suspended and that 
leave be given to introduce a Bill relating to the County of York, and that 
the same do stand referred to the Committee on Private Bills without the 
formality of Posting in the Lobby, as required by the Rule in such case 
made and provided. 


The following Bill was then introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 231), intituled “An Act respecting the purehase, by the County 
of York, of the Assets of certain Companies.” Mr. Henry. 


Ordered, That the Bill be referred direct to the Standing Committee on 
Private Bills without the formality of Posting in the Lobby. 


Mr. Lethbridge asked the following Question :— 


1. What salary is being paid to Sir Adam Beck as Chairman of the 
Hydro Commission. 2. By whom is such salary paid, and upon what authori- 
ty. 38. Is the Government aware that Sir Adam Beck is at present employed 
as an arbitrator in the settlement of the amount to be paid by the City of 
Toronto to the Toronto Railway Company. 4. Did Sir Adam Beck obtain 
leave of absence from the Government for the purpose of this arbitration. 
5. Is the Government aware that Sir Adam Beck is being paid at the rate 
of $250 per day for his services as arbitrator. 6. Who is acting as Chairman 
of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission whilst Sir Adam Beck is employed 
on the Toronto Railway Arbitration. | 


And Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied as follows :— 


1. $12,000.00 per annum as Chairman of the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission of Ontario, and $6,000.00 per annum as President of the Ontario 
Power Company. 2. $6,000.00 is paid from Consolidated Revenue Fund 
and the balance, by the Municipalitites under contract with the Commissior., 
pursuant to the terms of the Power Commision Act. 3. Yes. 4. No leave of 
absence required. 5. No. 6. Sir Adam Beck. 


Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question :— 


1. At whose request was the Long Lake Pulp and Timber Limit put up 
for sale. 2. Had this concession been cruised by the Government previous 
to advertising it for sale. If so, by whom. 3. When was this limit cruised. 
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How many crews were engaged in the work, and when was their completed 
report received by the Government. 4. Did any of the reports received point 
out that part of this concession should not be made tributary to any point north 
of the height of land. 5. Was any such representations made by any person 
or persons. If so, by whom, and when. 6. What was the cruisers report as 
to quality and quantity of the different classes of pulp and timber on this 
concession. 7. How many tenders were received, and what are the names 
of the tenderers, and the price offered by each. 8. Who was the successful 
tenderer. 9. Has any work been performed by the successful tenderer in 
accordance with the agreement. If so, to what extent. 10. What revenue has 
been derived by the Government from the sale of this concession up to the 
present time. 11. Were representations made by the Pigeon River Lumber 
Company, previous to the advertising of this concession, asking to have it put 
up for sale. 12. If the area lying south of the height of land had been put up 
as a separate concession is it not so situted that the use of Hydro-Electric 
power from the Nipigon could have been made a condition. 


And the Minister of Lands and Forests replied in the words and figures 
following :-— 


1. A. T. Mackie. 2. Yes. Cruising done under supervision of G. M. 
Dallyn of Forestry Branch. 3. Between December 15th, 1920, and April 
15th, 1921. 16 crews. Report received May, 1921. 4. No. 5. No. 
6. Spruce and Balsam. 2% Balsam, 5,610,000 cords; Poplar, 1,289,000 cords; 
Jackpine, 768,000 cords; Ties, 12,658,000. 7. Three. 


J. H. Black, 36 Toronto Street, Toronto. 


Bonus. Crown dues. Total. 
Spruce pulpwood Pet enrieiea. ss wpe: $ .49 $ .80 $1.29 
Other. pulpwood per cord ........... | 388 40 .78 
Pine timber per Mit. BM. ........ 10.00 2.50 12.50 


A. T. Mackie, in trust. 836 Lowther Ave., Toronto. 


Bonus. Crown dues. Total. 


Spruce pulpwood per cord ...-...++: lie .80 1.2144 
Other pulpwood per cord .......-.-- 37% 40 TU, 
Pine timber per'M: ft) B. M. ...0.2.. 11.00 2.50 13.50 
Transcontinental Development Co., Ltd., Toronto. 
Bonus. Crown dues. Total. 
Spruce pulpwood per cord .....+-++-- hp A FBO 95 
Other pulpwood per cord ......-++-: 15 40 mids: 
7.50 


Pine timber per M. ft. B. M. ...-.... 5.00 2.50 
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8. J. H. Black, 36 Toronto Street, Toronto. 9. No. 10. $60,880.00. 
11. No. 12. The area south of height of land was put up as a separate 
concession. e | 


‘ an een bo taba & rY 


Mr. Marshall asked the following Question: - 


1. What were the services for which the several firms of lawyers respec- 
tively were paid the total sum of $22,275.32 as expense of litigation and 
other legal costs on behalf of the Department of Education, as set out on 
page D 88 of the Public Accounts as follows :— 


Freshtield \& Leese? 21). NY eS Pa $895.05 
Jones, Lawrence & Co. .......... Tbe ae 964.50 
MacCraken, Henderson, Herridge & Fleming 70.00 
Nelles, Thompson & Ellis .......... 337.20 
Tilley, Johnston, Thompson & Parmenter 14,400.00 
Young: McG tecorpedecnscut: etree renee 5,608.57 


And the Minister of Education replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


Freshfield and Lees, London, England: 
Legal services and expenses respecting the appeal of the Board of Trustees 
of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the City of Ottawa, to the 
King-in-Council against the judgment of the Appellate Division of the 
Supreme Court of Ontario of 24th October, 1918 ......... - $895.05 


Jones, Lawrence and Company, London, England: 
Legal services and expenses re appeal to Privy Council in connection 
with the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for 
the. City “ot! Ottawa Shoo cnl ct Ag eae ot $964.50 


MacCracken, Henderson, Herridge and Fleming, Ottawa: 
Legal services re appeal of the Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic 
Separate :Schoole, .Ottawayi: 2%: nas ctw nes mes eee iaeea eee $70.00 


Nelles, Thompson and Ellis, Ottawa: 
Legal services re action in the Supreme Court of Ontario between The 
Board of Trustees of the Roman Catholic Separate Schools for the City 
of Ottawa and the Ottawa Separate School Commission ...... $337.20 


Tillev, Jonston, Thompson and Parmenter: 
Legal services from December, 1916—September, 1919, re litigation 
Ottawa Separate Schools, including attending on appeal before Privy 
Couneil im: London” Hngland. <2) ..eae ee ee nee $14,400.00 


Young, McGregor, Toronto: 
Legal services and expenses including attendance in London re Privy 
Council appeal Board of Trustees Ottawa Separate Schools . .$5,558.57 
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Young, McGregor, Toronto: 
Legal Services re notice of appeal, Board of Trustees Ottawa Separate 
OU COM RV cess: a ay nao hoe Waid dgu Raw ecat Ab oe Wants 6h. fe oa 0 SO OLOD 


My, Marshall asked the following Question :— 


1. What are the details of the expenditure covered by the item of $8,000, 
on page D 89 of the Public Accounts as grants to Teachers and Inspectors 
Superannuation Fund to meet expenses of administration of Fund. 


And the Minister of Education replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


The item of $8,000. referred to, was a grant appropriated by the Legis- 
lature, under Vote 131, Item 3, and was paid as a lump sum into the Fund. 
The expenses were not charged against this particular amount, but against 
the whole Fund, and were as follows :— 


q 

PC MUMIbrAMOn eam alarias. 1) Clerical oo 1.3 bytece- visser’ $5,063.02 
i ‘ MemMuUnissrOnh Hu. clara vat. 49% 2,425.00 
‘S (Dr. Putman, ete:) Travelling ........ 226.20 

ii (Dr. Anderson) Medical examina- 
TOTES i a aie si 350.00 
3 Werle Mackenzie) ACtUALIAL . ¢+ 6-4 ae» 293.50 
King’s *Printere>*. 808.69 

(Elliott Fisher & Co.) Check Writing 
Machine .... 380.90 

a Special Services, D. R. MacKenzie .. 300.00 
- $9833.31 


On Motion of Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Tolmie, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return showing: (a) the 
total amount received by the Honourable the Provincial Treasurer, or his 
department, or any department or sub-department of the Government during 
the months of August, September and October, during each of the years 1919, 
1920 and 1921, under the heading of Ordinary Revenue in regard to the fol- 
lowing items :— 
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(1) Lands and Forests. 

(2) Mines. 

(3) Education. 

(4) Agriculture. 

(5) Game and Fisheries. 

(6) Provincial Secretary. 

(7) Public Highways, Motor Vehicles Branch. 
(8) Insurance. 

(9) Law Stamps. 

(10) Succession Duty. 

(11) Deposits in lieu of Bonds for Succession Duty. 
(12) Corporation Tax and Fire Marshall. 
(13) Casual Revenue. 

(14) Department of Labour. 

(15) T. & N. O. Railway. 


(b) The total combined ordinary revenue received by said Department 
or departments or sub-departments during the months of August, September 
ard October, during each of the years 1919, 1920 and 1921, from the sources 
mentioned in paragraph (a). 

9 

(c) The total amount paid by said Department or departments or sub- 
departments during the months of August, September and October during 
each of the years 1919, 1920 and 1921, under the heading of Ordinary Expen- 
ditures in regard to the following items :— 


(1) Civil Government. 

(2) Legislation. 

(3) Administration of Justice. 

(4) Education. 

(5) Public Institutions Maintenance. 
(6) Colonization and Immigration. 

(7) Agriculture. 

(8) Hospitals and Charities, 

(9) Repairs and Maintenance. 

(10). Colonization Roads Maintenance. 
(11) Lands and Forests. 

(12) Mines Department. 

(13) Refunds. 

(14) Game and Fisheries. 

(15) Highways Department. 

(16) Attorney General’s Department, miscellaneous. 
(17) Treasury Department, miscellaneous. 
(18) Miscellaneous Services. 
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(19) Department of Labour and Health, 

(20) Public Works. 

(21) Hydro-Electric Power Commission, 

(22) Public Buildings. 

(23) Statutory Expenditure, miscellaneous. 

(24) Northern Development. 

(25) Improvement to Highways, miscellaneous, 

(26) Teachers and Inspectors Superannuation Fund. 
(27) Special Warrants. 


(d) The total combined ordinary expenditure of gaid Department or 
departments or sub-departments during the months of August, September and 
October during the years 1919, 1920 and 1921, included in all departments 
included in paragraph (c.) 


(e) All correspondence during the months of August, September and 
October, 1921, passing from the Department of the Provincial Treasurer 
urging and suggesting the collection of all possible Provincial Revenue, and 
all correspondence during the said months passing from the Department of the 
Provincial Treasurer or other departments or sub-departments or the Govern- 
ment to all parties ‘having possible sources of Provincial revenue and in parti- 
cular from the Succession Duty Office to Solicitors and Executors, urging the 
payment of monies to the Government or any Deparment thereof before 
October 31st, 1921, or before the close of the fiscal year. 


(f) All deferred payments on October the 31st, A.D. 1921 claims for 
which were then in the hands of the Department of the Provincial Treasurer 
and ready for the payment at the commencement of the new fiscal year together 
with the total amount of the same. 


On Motion of Mr. Mathieu, seconded by Mr. Ferguson, 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return showing the 
quantity of timber removed by the Keewatin Lumber Company in the District 
of Kenora each year during its cutting operations upon Berths 82, $3, S4, 
3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, G9 and G10, 21 and 20. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 154), To 
amend the Highway Travel Act having been read, 


Mr. Swayze moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
~ And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 
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The Order of the.Day for the second arias of Bill sd 168), To amend 
the Public Lands Act, having yeu called, 


Mr. Speaker ge that since the. Ode was phaser ha called, he had 
examined the Bill fo he had now no hesitation in ruling that the measure 
was ultra vires of a private Member and that accordingly, it must be removed 
from the Order Paper. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
and Amendment—That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair and that the 
House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having ‘been 
read, 


The Debate was resumed. 
And after some time, it was, on the Motion of Mr. Lewis, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 10.50 p.m. hos Woes Wh dees 5 4 











Thursday, April 27th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Eleventh Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment: 
Bill (No. 7), An Act respecting the City of Port Arthur. 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 25), An Act to incorporate The Ontario “aia Mune s Fire 
Insurance Company. 


Bill (No. 43), An Act respecting The Hospital for Sick Children. 


‘GEORGE VY. APRIL 28TH 219 


Your Committee recommend that the fees, less the actual cost of print- 
ing, be remitted on Bill (No. 9), “An Act to amend The Ottawa Civic Hospi- 
tal Act” and on Bill (No. 43), “An Act respecting The Hospital for Sick 
Children” on the ground that they both relate to Charitable Institutions. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing, be remitted on 
Bill (No. 9), Ottawa Civic Hospital and on Bill (No. 43), Hospital for Sick 
Oildremn mo 2 | | 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
and Amendment—That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair and that the 
House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply having been 
read, 


The Debate was resumed. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock Mid- 
night, Friday, 28th April, 1922, 


The Debate continued, 
And after some time, it was, on the motion of Mr. Hay, 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until Tuesday Next. 


\ 


The House then adjourned at 12.10 a.m. 








Friday, April 28th, 1922. 


8.00 O’CLocx, P.M. 


PRAYERS. 
The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 232), intituled “An Act to amend the Division Courts Act.” 
Mr. Watson. ; | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


_ Bill (No. 233), intituled “An Act to amend the ‘Obstructions on High- 
ways Removal Act, 1920.’” Mr. Biggs. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 
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Mr. Cooper (Toronto) asked the following Question: 


1. On what basis and by what authority was the lump sum payment of 
$3,900 made to John D. Flavelle, Chairman, Board of License Commissioners, 
listed under the Department of the Pee Minister, Public Accounts, 
page AA 6. 


And the Premier replied as follows :— 


Lump sum payment of $3,900 to John D. Flavelle, Chairman, Board 
of License Commissioners, was made on the basis and under the authority 
provided under Section 19 of The Ontario Public Service Superannuation 
Act, 1920. 


Mr. Cooper (Toronto) asked the following Question: 


1. Is the Eudo Saunders, who was superannuated as Solicitor O.T.A. 
at $2,000 per annum (Department of the Prime Minister) Public Accounts 
AA 4, the same gentleman whose name appears in the ‘Attorney-General’s 
Department, page C 35 of the Public Accounts and is allowed the sum of 
$700 for “preparing Bills for Legislature.” 2. If so, what were the services 
performed by this superannuated officer covered ia the latter sum and to 
what Bills did they relate. 


And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. Yes. 2. He was engaged in preparing amending legislation in con- 
nection with The Ontario Temperance Act. 


Mr. Mewhinney asked the following Question: 


1. Is there any system by which the advertising given out by the Govern- 
ment to sundry newspapers is managed, having regard to items like adver- 
tising $803.75 under Legislation, Public Accounts, page Bl. 2. If there is 
a Committee that deals with these matters, who constitite the Committee. 


And the Premier replied as follows :— 


(1) Yes. The system adopted abolishes patronage in the placing of official 
advertisments, the order-in-Council restricting certain official advertising 
to the press of one political party having been revoked when this Govern- 
ment came into office, and a new order issued authorizing the use of the 
press irrespective of political considerations. (2) Yes. The Committee on Ad- 
vertising, which serves in an advisory capacity, is composed of the Provincial 
peoeeer the Deputy Minister of the Department of the Prime Minister, 
the Stes to the Attorney-General’s Heeaog the King’s Printer and 
the Director of Colonization. 
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Mr. Ireland asked the following Question: 
1. What prices are the Government now paying for fresh beef for use 


in the Asylums and Public Institutions of the Province. 2. What are the 


names of the different companies who last quoted prices to the Government 
and what were the prices quoted. 


And the Provincial Secretary replied :— 

1. The Public Institutions, under the direction of the Provincial Secre- 
tary, are paying to the Ontario Reformatory Industries twelve cents (12c.) 
per pound for number one steer beef, delivered at the Institutions. 2. Beef 


is bought on the hoof in the open market. Market prices are paid as on the 
day of purchase commensurate with quality. 


Mr. Stover asked the following Question: 

Is Wm. F. Gregory, in the office of the ‘Civil Service Commissioner, 
(Public Accounts, AJA., p. 2) any relative of W. D. Gregory, recently Chair- 
man of the Public Service Commission. 


To which the Premier replied :— 


Mr. W. F. Gregory is not now in the Public Service. He is not a relative 
of Mr. W. D. Gregory. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time: 
Bill (No. 42), Respecting the Village of Iroquois. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 149), To amend the Northern and Northwestern Ontario 
Development Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
Bill (No. 201), To amend the Assessment Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
Bill (No. 202), To amend the Upper Canada College Act. 


Referred to ia Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
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The House resolved itself into a Commitee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bul (No. 41), To amend an Act to incorporate the Town of Merritton. 
Bill (No. 13), Respecting the Town of Preston. 
Bill (No. 29), To confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time on 
Monday next. : 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 108), 
To amend The Highway Improvement Act and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
88), To amend the Mining Act of Ontario and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had made some progress, and directed him to asked for leave to sit 
again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 
The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
71), To aid in the Grading and Packing of Fruit and after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 
Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 211), 
Respecting Privileges to cut Timber and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 70) 
To provide for the appointment of Probation Officers and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for 
leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 


The Order of the Day for the Second Reading of Bill CWo. 150 
Respecting Presque Isle Park, having been read. 


Mr. Bowman moved, 


That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Debate having ensued, it was, 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until Monday next. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House: 


A return to an Order of the House of 26th April, 1922, That there be 
laid before this House, a return showing the quantity of timber removed by the 
Keewatin Lumber Company in the District of Kenora each year during its 
cutting operations upon Berths $2, S38, S84, 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, G9 and G10, 
21 and 20. (Sessional Papers, No. 86.) 


Also—A Return to an Order of the House of 15th March, 1922, That 
there be laid before this House a Return of copies of all letters, telegrams 
or other correspondence during the year 1921, between any Minister of the 
Government or of any Member or Officer of the Ontario License Commission 
with any person or Corporation relating to the charges laid against Constable 
Lefevre, Provincial Police Force, and Constables Fleming, McKenzie and 
Michaud, the North Bay Police Force. (Sessional Papers, No. 87). 


The House then adjourned at 5.30 p.m. 
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Monday, May ist, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Speaker communicated to the House, 


The Report of the Librarian on the state of the Library. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 53.) 


—_— 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 51), Respecting the Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg 
Railway. 


Bill (No. 68), To amend The Line Fences Act. 
Bill (No. 26), Respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 


Bill (No. 40), to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit 
Thomas Lindsay Robinette, to practise at the Bar of His Majesty’s Courts 
in Ontario. 


Bill (No. 9), To amend The Ottawa Civie Hospital Act. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 122), Respecting the Town of Wiarton. 
Bill (No. 92), Respecting the City of \St. Catharines. 
Bill (No. 98), Respecting the City of N iagara Falls. 
Bill (No, 24), Respecting the Town of Collingwood. 
Bill (No. 4), Respecting the City of Fort William. 
Bill (No. 42), Respecting the Village of Iroquois. 


* 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Jommittee had directed him to report the several Bills with certain 
Amendments. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time 
To-morrow. | 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 5), Respecting Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 39), Respecting the City of Windsor. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 198), Respecting the Town of Cobourg. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 7), Respecting the City of Port Arthur. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Mr. Nickle asked the following Question :— 


What amount or amounts of ordinary receipts and from what sources, the 
collection of which is authorized by what statute or statutes, were actually re- 
ceived by the official or officials in charge under the responsible Minister of the 
following Departments and Branches of Departments for account of the Treas- 
urer of Ontario, and on what several dates between November Ist, 1921, and 
December 31st, 1921, (both days inclusive), which have been included in the 
Public Accounts of the Province of Ontario for the twelve months ending 


October 31st, 1921, as purporting to form a part of the Ordinary Receipts 


actually received durimg the currency of the said twelve months ending 
October 31st, 1921. 


Lanps & Forests. 
Crown Lands. 
Rent. 

Crown Leases. 


Woops & Forxsts. 
Bonus. 
Timber Dues. 
Ground Rent. 
Fire Protection. 


REFUNDS. 
Fire Ranging. 
Forest Ranging. 
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Succession Duties & Deposits in Lieu of Bond. 


Game & FISHERIEs. 


GAME. 
Royalty on Furs, 
Royalty Coupons. 
Trappers’ Licenses. 


Non-Resident Hunting Licenses. 


Resident Deer Licenses. 
Resident Moose Licenses. 
Fur Dealer Licenses. 
Fines, Game. 

Sales, Game. 


FIsHERIES, 
Fishing Licenses. 
Angling Permits, 


GOVERNMENT F isu. 


Sales of Fish. 
CorpoRATION Tax Act. 
AGRICULTURE, 


CasuaL RrEvENUE. 
Attorney-General’s Departiment. 
Treasury Department. 
Amusement Tax. 

Moving Picture License. 


Pusric Works DEPARTMENT, 


DeparrMent or Epucartion, 
DEPARTMENT OF INSURANCE. 


Law Stamps. 
DEPARTMENT or Mines. 


Nortuern Devetopment Brancu. 


ProvinoraL SEcRETARY’s DEPARTMENT. 


Letters Patent, Licenses, ete. 
Companies Returns. 

Public Institutions Branch. 
License Branch. 

Licenses. 

Commissions, 


GEORGE VY. May list 227 





INTEREST ACCOUNT. 


Sundry Persons. (Interest accrued on subscriptions to 
loans. ) 

Sundry Municipalities. (Interest on Drainage Deben- 
tures. ) 

Ontario Housing Act. (Interest.) 

Banks. (Interest on Special Deposits.) 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied in the words and figures 
following :— 


Following the usual practice, certain amounts received after October 
31st, were included in the Ordinary Receipts for the Fiscal Year, ended 31st 
October, 1921. These amounts under the headings mentioned in the question 
and the dates of receipts by the Treasury Department were, as follows :— 


The collection of the principal amounts mentioned was authorized by 
the following Statutes, but it is not practicable in answer to the question to 
enumerate every enactment bearing on every item, some of which, are auth- 
orized by several Statutes. 


Department or Source. Statute Authorizing. Dates Received. Amount. 


Lanps & Forests. 


Crown Lands Public Lands Act, Nov. 1st to 
R.S.0., 1914, Cap. 28: Nov. 14th, 1921. $ 4,912.28 
Rent do do 46.00 
Crown Leases. do do 19,575.50 
‘Woops & Forests. 
Bonus Crown Timber Act, R.S.O., 1914, 
Cap. 28 & Regulation. do 85,259.47 
Timber dues do do 342,402.24 
Ground Rent do do 282.56 
Fire Protection do do 11,254.40 
REFUNDS. 
Fire Ranging do do Nil 
Forest Ranging do do 2,464.25 


Strecession Durres and 


Nov. 1st. 


to Dec. 
8, 1921. 918,502.53 


Deposits in Lieu of Bond 
The Succession Duties Act, R.S.O., 
1914, Cap. 24 & Amendments. 
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Game & FIsuerrzs. 
(FAME, 


Royalty on Furs, Ontario Game & Fisheries Act, Nov. 1st, to 


(3-4 Geo. 'Vi'Cap, 699'Seel7) Novietie 1921: 87.80 
Royalty Coupons do do 290.00 | 
Trappers’ Licenses do do 1oL0G 
Non-Resident Hunting 

Licenses do do 1,100.00 
Resident Deer Licenses do do 850.00 
Resident Moose ; 

Licenses do do 135.00 
Fur Dealer Licenses do - _ do 1,326.00 
Fines, Game do do 228.40 
Sales, Game dois J atide 177.50 

FIsuERrigs. e 
‘Fishing Licenses do sia 5 do 2,240.00 
Angling Permits do | varpatia 1,676.82 


Department or Source. Statute Authorizing. Dates Received: Amount. 


GOVERNMENT FisnH. 


Sale of Fish do do 12,455.42 
Corporation Tax Act. 
Norwood Electrie Light Plant, Corporation Tax Act, Nov. 2, 21.50 
Algoma Power Co. do omg. 108.00 
Temiskaming Tele- 
phone Co. do © aOR 153.00 
A.sm1CULTURE. Ontario Agricultural Col- 
lege Act, (R.S.O. Cap. 281, Nov. 1 to 
Sec. 6), ete. Nov. 14 $ 82,496.21 
CasuaL REVENUE. 
Attorney-General’s Nov. 2 to 
Department Nov. 16 9,316.26 
Treasury Dept. do 5,360.88 
Amusement Tax Amusements Tax ‘Act Nov. 12 to 


Nov.22 47,139.49 
Moving Picture Theatres & Cinematographs Nov. 10 to 
Licenses Act Nov. 22 13,530.08 


Pousric Works Dept. . Nov. 1to 
Noy. 16 9,150.76 
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Derr. or Epucation Dept. of Education Act, Sec. 5 Nov. 2 to 
Nov. 12 8,148.14 
Dept. or Insurance Ont. Insurance Act, R.S.O. 
1914, Cap. 183. Nov. 1 183.25 
Law Stamps. 
D. McDonald, Law Stamps Act, R.S.O. 
Goderich Cap. 25 Nov. 2 60.00 
J. H. Carnegie © 
Osgoode Hall Nov. 8 1,600.00 
Derr. or Mrnzs. Mining Act of Ontario Nov. 1 to 
Mining Tax Act Nov. 12 33,976.55 
Nortrxern Devetopment Brancn. | Nil 
ProvinciaL Secretary’s Dept. 
Letters Patent, 
Licenses, ete. : | Nil 
Companies Returns | i Nil 


Department or Source. Statute Authorizing. Dates Received. Amount. 


Public Institutions Hospital for Insane Act (Cap. Nov. 3 to 


Branch 295. Sec. 23) & Ont. Re- Nov.16 261,608.87 
formatory Act (Cap. 287, 
See. 24). 
License Branch Ontario Temperance Act Nov. 8 to 


Nov. 15 34,467.28 
Licenses Nil 
Commissions | Nil 
InTEREST ACCOUNT. 


Sundry Persons 
(Interest accrued on Subscriptions to Loans) Nil 


Sundry Municipahties 


(Interest on Drainage Debentures) Beg: 
Ontario Housing Act fea: 

(Interest ) Nil 
Banks 


(Interest on Special Deposits) Nil 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 114), 
Respecting Licenses for Billiard, and Pool Rooms, and Bowling Alleys and, 
after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 
Watson reported, That the Committee had made some progress, and directed 
him to ask leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
130),To amend the Provincial Highway Act and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to 
sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 70), 
To provide for the appointment of Probation Officers and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bills wtih certain 
amendments. 


e 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House :— 


Return to an Order of the House of April 29th, 1921, that there be laid 
before this House, a return of copies of all Correspondence between R. T. 
Harding and the Honourable the Attorney-General, or any other Minister of 
the Crown, or any Officer of the Government since March 1st, 1921, with 
reference to a certain account for $500 rendered James Hourigan & Co. by 
the said R. T. Harding, and‘also copies of all letters from Crown Timber 
Agent Wylie since 1st June, 1920, referring to the settlement with James 
Hourigan & Co. for $12,600. (Sessional Papers No. 88.) 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 


7 
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Tuesday, May 2nd, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


_ Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Twelfth Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 18), An Act to amend the Consolidated Essex Border Utilities 
Act. | 


Bill (No. 22), An Act to incorporate a part of the Township of York 
as the Township of North York. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding Rule 51 of Your 
Honourable House the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended to and inclusive of Tuesday the Twenty-third day of May 
instant. 


ee 


Ordered, That the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended until and inclusive of Tuesday the twenty-third day of May 
instant. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 234), intituled “An Act to amend the Administration of 
Justice Expenses Act.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 235), intituled “An Act to amend the Public Officers’ Fees 
Act.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 211), Respecting Privileges to cut Timber. 





The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
and Amendment—That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair and that the 
House do again resolve itself into the Committee of Supply, having been 
read, 
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The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, the Amendment, having been put, was lost on the 


following division :— 
YEAS. 


Messieurs: 


Allan. Evanturel. Kennedy. Price. 
Asmusson. Ferguson. Lang. Sinclair. 
Black. Fowler. Lennox. Stover. 
Brackin. Govenlock. Lewis. ‘Thompson. 
Buckland. Hall. McAlpine. Tolmie—29. 
Crawford. Henry. McLeod. 
Dewart. Hill. Marshall. 
Ecclestone. Ireland. Pinard. 
Nays. 
Bowman. Grant. Montgomery. Smith. 
Brown. Hicks. Murdoch. Staples. 
Cameron. Johnston. Nixon. Stevenson. 
Carmichael. iste?) Oke. Tisdelle. 
Clarke. Joynt. Raney. Walker. 
Cridland. Leeson. Rollo. Warren. 
Cunningham. Lethbridge. Ross. Watson. 
Curry. McArthur. (Glengarry) Webster. 
Denyes. McCreary. Ross. “Widdifield—42. 
Doherty. MeDonald. (Oxford ) 
Evans, MaeVicar. Sandy 
Freeborn. Mills, Sewell 
Parrs 
TORRY a es, Us cde? es Hay 
Ls a ae IRE i aha a ae 52 been hed bece Brage 
Casselman’ a os. ture ot tee eee eee Mewhinney 
Goh ats are” PRED: 4 teal ae: ee TE RON McNamara 
Heenan yc cSt. tee ie dake re Mathieu 
Crockett), 709.200) OE) Oi ano aaen i Hogarth 
Stringer jimi. bee 7" ie eee ck Magladery 
Henton wean se ce sees ae Rankin 
Johnson ata passer at, ENE McCrae 
Ad 0) a ae Ne Te, PROM oh Dye. ee Marceau 
homin thts. great: aetne chs wales oa nae Ramsden 
Swayze Lo ovtdininie.) edt, otek eee ae Cooke 
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The main motion, having been then again submitted, was carried and the 
House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


fesolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1929° 
the following sum :— | 


116 To defray the expenses of Civil Government ........ $ 153,650 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had come to a Resolution; also, That the Committee had directed 
him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-morrow. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House,—by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Thirty-first Annual report of the Department of Mines (Sessional 
Papers No. 4). 


The House then adjourned at 10.20 p.m. 











Wednesday, May 8rd, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr. Nixon, from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law, presented 
their Fifth Report which was reid as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and beg 
to report the same with certain amendments: 


Bill (No. 83), An Act to amend the Ontario Highways Act. 


Bill (No. 196), An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act. 
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Your Committee have considered Bills Nos. 56, 57, 79, 104, 115, 117, 
120, 137, 142, 144, 156, 163, 188, 195 to amend the Municipal Act and 
such of their provisions as have been approved have been embodied in a 
Bill, intituled “The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922.” 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 236), intituled “An Act to amend the University Act.” Mr. 
Grant. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 287), intituled “The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922.” 
Mr. Nixon. 


é 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 238), intituled “An Act to amend the Soldiers’ Aid Com- 
mission Act.” Mr. Carmichael. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 6), Respecting the City of Brantford. 
Bill (No. 87), Respecting the Township of Nepean. 


Bill (No. 108), To amend the Highway Improvement Act. 





Bill (No. 122), Respecting the Town of Wiarton. 


Bill (No. 93), Respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 107), 
To amend the Railway Employees’ Voting Act, 1918, and after some time 
spent therein, Mr. ‘Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
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Mr. Hogarth asked the following Question: 


1. Have any Fishing Licenses or Leases been issued to fish in Lake 
Eskeyenaga, in the Riding of Port Arthur, District of Thunder Baye. Tf 
so, to whom were the licenses or leases issued. 8. What is the address of 
such licensee or lessee. 4. By whom were the applications for leases or 
licenses endorsed. 5. Was the opening up of this Lake for fishing approved 
by the local Game Warden, if not, what were the objections raised by him, 
if any. 6. Has any applicant for fishing privileges been referred to the 
Member for Port Arthur. 7. If so, wag such applicant refused or endorsed 
by him. 8. What reasons were given for refusal or endorsation as the case 
may be. 


And the Minister of Mines replied in the words following :— 


(1) Yes. Licenses. (2) L. Fleming and H. R. Bingham. (3) L. 
Fleming, Grant, Ontario; and H. R. Bingham, Aylmer, Ontario. (4) By the 
Minister of Mines. (5) No. Recommended that the waters be reserved for 
hatchery purposes. (6) Yes. Applications of H. R. Bingham and L. 
Fleming. (7) H. R. Bingham’s application rejected. L. Fleming’s appli- 
cation not yet returned. (8) In view of the fact that warden thought these 
waters set aside for hatchery purposes and that more than sufficient fish 
is being produced from other waters under lease, and that no local market is 
to be served, I think it would be inadvisable to lease this lake at present. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 34), Respecting the City of London. 


Bill (No. 198), Respecting the Town of Cobourg. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without 
Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time 
To-morrow. 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 170), To amend the Separate Schools Act. rare 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


Bill (No. 213), To amend the Local Improvement Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 173), To 
amend the Dog Tax and Sheep eto gna Act having been read, 


Mr. Sandy moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No 
88), To amend the Mining Act of Ontario, and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 152), 
Respecting Registration’ of Nurses, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
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The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
176), To amend the Travelling Shows Act, and after some time spent therein, 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith, 
Ihe Amendments having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House—by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


The First Annual Report of The Mothers’ Allowances Commission. 
(Sessional Papers No. 89.) 7 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 








Thursday, May 4th. 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


Mr Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Thirteenth Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment: 
Bill (No. 15), An Act respecting the ‘City of Sault Ste. Marie. 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 17), An Act respecting the Town of Walkerville. 
Bill (No. 19), An ‘Act respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 
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Bill (No. 21), An Act respecting the Hamilton Veterans of the Great 
ar. 


Bill (No. 72), An Act respecting the Town of Wallaceburg. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 239), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Highways Act.” 
Mr. Taylor. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 240), intituled “An Act to amend the Juror’s Act.” Mr. 
Lethbridge. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 241), intituled “An Act to amend the Queen Victoria Niagara 
Falls Park Act.” Mr. Biggs. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 242), intituled “The District Houses of Refuge Act.” Mr. 


Cunningham. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 248), intituled “The Load of Vehicles Act.” Mr. Biggs. _ 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 193), 
To amend the Land Titles Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, ‘ 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 201), 
To amend the Assessment Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 
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That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 203), 
To amend the Provincial Loans Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report .the Bill without any 
amendment. 


e 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 149), 
To amend the Northern and Northwestern Ontario Development Act, and 
after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 
Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


4.00 p.m. 


His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor entered the Chamber of the Legis- 
lative Assembly and took his seat upon the Throne. 


Mr; Speaker then addressed His Honour as follows: 
May it please Your Honour, 
The Legislative Assembly of the Province, having at its present Sittings 


passed certain Bills to which, on behalf and in the name of the said Assembly, 
I respectfully request Your Honour’s assent. 


240 May 4TH 1922 





The Clerk Assistant then read the Titles of the Acts that had been passed 
as follows :— | 


An Act respecting the Waterloo County Loan and Savings Company. 
An Act respecting the Municipality of Shuniah. 
An Act respecting the County of Grey. 


An Act to enable the Town of Gananoque to withdraw from the Juris- 
diction of the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville. 


An Act to amend the Ottawa Civic Hospital Act. 

An Act respecting the Village of Waterdown. 

An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 

An Act respecting the Town of Mimico. 

An Act to amend the Constitution of Huron College. 
An Act respecting the Town of Sudbury. 

An Act respecting the City of St. Thomas. 


An Act respecting the County of Carleton. 


An Act to authorize the Law Society of Upper Canada to admit Thomas 
Lindsay Robinette to practise at the bar of His Majesty’s Courts in Ontario. 


An Act respecting the Sandwich, Windsor and Amherstburg Railway. 
An Act to amend the Surrogate Courts Act. 

An Act respecting Reciprocal or Inter-insurance. 

An Act to amend the Line Fences Act. 

An Act respecting General Sessions of the Peace. 


An Act respecting Mineral Rights in certain Canada Company Lands. 


An Act to amend the Beach Protection Act. 


“es =) oe oe 
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An Act respecting Privileges to Cut Dab de! 

An Act respecting the City of Brantford. 

An Act respecting the Township of Nepean. 

An Act to amend the Highway Improvement Act. 
An Act respecting the Town of Wiarton. 


An Act respecting the City of Niagara Falls. 


To these Acts the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, in the following words :— 


“Tn His Majesty’s name, His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth 
assent to these Acts.” 


His Honour was then pleased to retire. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 

Bill (No. 157), To amend the Motor Vehicles Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No 158), To regulate the operation of Public Vehicles. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 162), To amend the Public Lands Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 204), To interpret and amend the Veterans’ Land Grant Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 180), Respecting the Registry Offices in the County of York. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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Bill (No 182), To amend the Sheriffs Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 208), To amend the Town Sites Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 212), Respecting the construction of Certain Works on Lakes 
and Streams in Ontario. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 221), To amend the Ontario Game and Fisheries Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 220), To extend the right to vote at Municipal Elections. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 





— 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; 
and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress; also, That the Committee 
had directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


fesolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 11.15 p.m. 


rn 
—————— ee 





Friday, May 5th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 244), intituled “An Act to amend the Registry Act and the 
Land Titles Act.” Mr. McCrae. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 
Bill (No, 245), intituled “An Act respecting Natural Gas.” Mr. Mills. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


GEORGE V. May 5TH 943 





Mr. Stover asked the following Question: 


1. Has the Government in its employ a person by the name of Fred Cum- 


mings. 2. If so, in what capacity is he employed and what remuneration does 
he receive. 


And the Attorney-General replied :— 


1. Not so far as can be ascertained. 2. Answered by Number 1. 





Mr. Stover asked the following Question: 


1. What was the total cost to the Crown in the trial of Charles Sandrelh 
and the appeal for breach of the Ontario Liquor Act at North Bay, specity- 
ing the parties to whom payments were made and the expenses as follows: 
(a) for Counsel fees, (b) for Government police or special officers or spot- 
ters, showing the amount paid for services and for disbursements and the 
length of time each person was employed, (c) for the appeal to Judge Leask, 
(d) for other purposes, specifying the nature of the purpose and the amount. 
2. Did the Government pay the fines of the officers or operators who were 
convicted at North Bay, and if so, for whom and for what amount in each case. 
3. Did the Government pay the costs or any expenses in connection with the 
dismissed charge laid against the three Police Officers of North Bay upon 
the charge of Solway or Chopin of theft. 


To which the Attorney-General replied as follows :— 


1. (a) $360 on trial and $75 on appeal. (b) The amount cannot be 
specified as officers engaged on the Sandrelli case were engaged in a num- 
ber of other cases at the same time. (c) Counsel fee as in (a) $75; other 
legal expenses $42.01. (d) Other legal expenses re trial $104.60. 2. No. 
30 Noi 





Mr. Stover asked the following Question: 


1. How many days or parts of days were occupied in the trial of the 
Attorney-General’s action against the Shevlin-Clarke Company, before Mr. 
Justice Logie, specifying how many full days, and how many part days were 
taken up. 2. How many witnesses were called on behalf of the Attorney- 
General. 3. What was the amount of the Bill for witness fees. 4. Has the 
sum of $15,000 which the Public Accounts show to have been paid to E. G. 
MeMillan, partner of N. W. Rowell, K.C., as accountable moneys, been ac- 
counted for, and if so, for what purposes, and under what general heads 


was the money disbursed, giving the amount under such head. 
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And the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. The trial of the Shevlin-Clarke action occupied thirteen days. On 
eleven of the thirteen days there were both morning and afternoon sittings 
and on two of the eleven days, the Court held evening sittings. 2. Seven- 
teen witnesses were called by the Crown. 3. The Bill for witness fees has 
not yet been made up. 4. Mr. McMillan has not yet made up his accounts 
accounting for the sum of $15,000. | 


Mr. Govenlock asked the following Question: 


1. Has the Government paid any claims for damages arising out of 
accidents between Stratford. and Sebringville on the Provincial Highway. 
2. If so, what was the cause of the accident or accidents out of which such 
damages arose. 


And the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied :— 


1. No. 2. See answer to question No. 1. 


eee 


My. Dewart asked the following Question: 


1. How many days and. parts of days were taken up in the hearing of 
the action of the Attorney-General against the Shevlin-Clarke Company before 
the trial Judge Mr. Justice Logie. 2. What Counsel were employed for the 
Crown. 3. Have the legal fees and costs in the one case that was tried been 
taxed. 4. If so, at what amount and what allowance per diem was made 
for each Counsel. 5. Has the Crown paid its own costs as a. result of the set- 
tlement made. 6. In any event, what has this one case cost the Province for 
(a) Counsel fees, (b) Solicitor’s fees, (c) witness fees, (d) other disburse- 
ments, specifying generally the character of such expenses, (e) the total 
amount. 


And the Attorney-General replied as follows:— 


1. Thirteen. 2. Mr. Rowell, Mr. McMillan and Mr. Harding, 3. No. 
4. Answered by Number 3. 5. The amounts of the Counsel fees, Solici- 
tor’s fees, witness fees and other disbursements have not yet been ascertained. 
6. For the reasons stated in Number 5, the cost to the Province cannot as 
vet be ascertained. 


Mr. Nickle asked the following Question: 


What amounts actually received, between November 1st and December 
8th, 1921, both days inclusive, by the official or officials in charge, under the 
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responsible Minister, for account of the Treasurer of Ontario, as Suecession 
Duty, have been included in the Public Accounts, of the Province of Ontario, 
for the year ending, October 31st, 1921. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied :— 


Uses ML VOTE, MIRON WIR, hk, $908,457.28 
epotite in ebicm of Bond, wit) ade onitdneceur 10,045.25 


$918,502.53 


Mr. Evanturel asked the following Question: 


1. What are the particulars making up the item of $1,020.45 on page 
‘C. 85 of the Public Accounts, O. E. Fleming, damage claim re J. O. L. 
‘Spracklin action as to (a) damage and (b) costs. 2. For whom were the 
firm, Rodd, Wigle & McHugh acting, whose legal services are allowed at the 
‘sum of $482.55 in the same case, (Public Accounts page C. 35.) 38. What 
is covered by the item of $344.95 allowed to the said Spracklin for travelling 
expenses upon the same page of the Public Accounts. 4. Did the Govern- 
‘ment pay the expenses of the defence of Spracklin upon the criminal charge 
of murder that was laid against him. 5. Who was the Counsel for the said 
Spracklin. 6. To whom and how were the costs and expenses of his defence 
paid and what was the amount so paid. 7. What is the date or what are 
the dates of such payments as were made in connection with the last named 
items. 8. For what purpose was a launch purchased from A. R. Clarke 


‘& Co., Limited (Public Accounts P. C. 35). 
And the Attorney-General replied as follows :— 


1. (a) $500 damages. (b) $520.45 costs of trial and appeal. 2. The 
Attorney-General. 3. Travelling expenses as Provincial Officer. 4,. The 
Government paid Mr. Spracklin $2,000.00 toward expenses of trial. 5. R. 
L. Brackin, K.C. and J. M. McEvoy, K.-C. 6. To Mr. Spracklin by cheque. 
%. December 21st, 1921 8. For patroling Detroit River intercepting rum- 
runners. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 200), To amend the Municipal Drainage Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 232), To amend the Division Courts Act. 


Referred to the Legal Committee. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 39), Respecting the City of Windsor. 
Bill (No. 7), Respecting the City of Port Arthur. 


Bill (No. 92), Respecting the City of St. Catharines. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without 
Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time on 
Monday next. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
130), To amend the Provincial Highway Act, and after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The. House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
157), To amend the Motor Vehicles Act, and after some time spent therein, 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House then adjourned at 4.45 p.m. 
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Monday, May 8th, 19292. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 246), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Telephone Act, 
1918.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 247), intituled “An Act respecting Albert College, of Belle- 
ville.’ Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 41), To amend an Act to incorporate the Town of Merriton. 
Bill (No. 34), Respecting the City of London. 

Bill (No. 107), To amend the Railway Employees’ Voting Act, 1918. 


Bill (No. 92), Respecting the City of St. Catharines. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 


Bill (No. 25), To incorporate the Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire 
Insurance Company. | 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 48), Respecting the Hospital for Sick Children. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 15), Respecting the City of Sault Ste. Marie. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 230), To amend the Suburban Area Development Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
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Mr. Henry asked the following Question: 


1. What is the total mileage of Provincial Highway for which 
$3,271,778.84 has been appropriated umder the Canada Roads Act, as stated 
by the Minister of Highways in this House on April 21st, inst. 


And the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied :— 


1,201.48 miles. 


Mr, Pinard asked the following Question: 


What is the reason why Dr. J. W. S. McCullough, who receives a salary 
as Deputy Registrar-General and Secretary of the Board of Health (Public 
Accounts M. 4) of $5,100, is also allowed the additional sum of $300 under 
the Department of Labour and Health (Page J. 4) as a member of the same 
Board for which he is paid for acting as Secretary. 


To which the Minister of Labour replied in the words following :— 


Until the beginning of the fiscal year 1921-22 Dr. McCullough received 
under the Board ot Health $300 as Secretary and member of the Board, and 
under the Provincial Secretary's Department a salary of $5,100 as Deputy 
Registrar-General and Secretary of the Board of Health. This was a wrong 
classification as he really received his salary of $5,100 as Deputy Registrar- 
General and Chief Officer of the Board of Health, not as Secretary of the 
Board for which he already received $300. This mistake was rectified in 
the Main Estimates for the present fiscal year and Dr. McCullough now 
receives the same allowance as Secretary of the Board as the other members 
of the Board, namely $300, and a salary of $5,100 as Chief Officer of Health 
and Deputy Registrar-General. That is, the total amount received is $5,400 


which is the salary recommended for this Officer by the Civil Service Com- 
missioner. 


Mr Stover asked the following Question: 


1. What was the date of the appointment of H. J. Moore, as Highway 
Forester, who appears in Public Accounts (page I 11) as receiving $3,000 
for services and $764.61 for travelling expenses. 2. What are his duties and 
what was the sphere of his activities during the past year. 
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| And the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied in the words 
following :— 


1. June 8th, 1920. 2. Chief duties are to supervise the trimming and 
cutting of trees on the Provincial Highways by the Department or by tele- 
phone, telegraph and power companies; to supervise the planting of embank- 
ments and cuts for protection against sliding and erosion; to secure and 
plant trees on Provincial Highways; to administer feicene with respect 
to sign boards, as provided by the Ontario Highways Act: to advise munici- 
palities, local organizations and property owners with Fee to tree plant- 
ing along or lca to the highways. Services all over the Province. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider (Bill No. 73), 
Respecting Magistrates, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 158), 
To regulate the operation of Public Vehicles, and after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for 
leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 11.40 p.m. 








Tuesday, May 9th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Clock, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 248), intituled “An Act for the training of Boys committed 
to Institutions.” Mr. Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 249), intituled “An Act respecting Water Rights.” Mr. 
Bowman. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No, 252), intituled “An Act to amend the School Laws.” Mr. Grant. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Mr. Marshall from the Special Committee, appointed in the Session 
of 1921, to consider Bill (No. 123), Respecting Co-operative Credit Societies, 
presented their Report-which was read as follows and adopted :— 


The Committee have had under consideration the Bill referred to them 
and beg to report the same with certain amendments and as (No. 250), 
of the Current Session. 


On Motion of Mr. Smith, seconded by Mr. Biggs, 


Ordered, That this House do forthwith resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider certain proposed Resolutions respecting the 
raising of Money for the Public Service. 


Mr. Drury acquainted the House that His Honour the Lieutenant-Gov- 
ernor, having been informed of the subject matter of the proposed Resolutions 
recommends them to the consideration of the House. 


The House then resolved itself into the Committee. 
(In the Comm«ttee. ) 


Resolved, 1. That the Lieutenant-Governor in Council be authorized to 
raise by way of loan a sum of money not exceeding Forty Million Dollars 
($40,000,000.00) for all or any of the purposes following, that is to say: 
For the public service, for works carried on by commissioners on behalf of 
Ontario, for the covering of any debt of Ontario on open account, for paying 
any floating indebtedness of Ontario, for the carrying on of the public works 
authorized by the Legislature and for redeeming in whole or in part the out- 
standing debentures of the Province of Ontario that have been issued free of 
Suecession Duty. 


2. That the aforesaid sum of money may be borrowed for any term or 
terms not exceeding forty years, at such rate as may be fixed by the Lieuten- 
ant-Governor in Council, and shall be raised upon the credit of the Consoli- 
dated Revenue Fund of Ontario, and shall be chargeable thereupon. 


— 
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3. That the Lieutenant-Governor in Council may provide for a special 
sinking fund with respect to the issue herein authorized, and such sinking 
fund may be at a greater rate than the one-half of one per centum per annum 
specified in subsection 2 of section 4 of “The Provincial Loans Act.” 


* Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 
That the Committee had come to certain Resolutions. 
Ordered, That the Report be now received. 

Mr. Watson reported the Resolutions as follows :— 


Resolved, 1. That the Lieutenant-Governor in Council be authorized to 
raise by way of loan a sum of money not exceeding Forty Million Dollars 
($40,000,000.00) for all or any of the purposes following, that is to say: 
For the public service, for works carried on by commissioners on behalf of 
Ontario, for the covering of any debt of Ontario on open account, for paying 
any floating indebtedness of Ontario, for the carrying on of the publie works 
authorized by the Legislature and for redeeming in whole or in part the out- 
standing debentures of the Province of Ontario that have been issued free of 
Succession Duty. | 


2. That the aforesaid sum of money may be borrowed for any term or 
terms not exceeding forty years, at such rate as may be fixed by the Lieuten- 
ant-Governor in Council, and shall be raised upon the credit of the Consoli- 
dated Revenue Fund of Ontario, and shall be chargeable thereupon. 


3. That the Lieutenant-Governor in Council may provide for a special 
sinking fund with respect to the issue herein authorized, and such sinking 
fund may be at a greater rate than the one-half of one per centum per annum 
specified in subsection 2 of section 4 of “The Provincial Loans Act.” 


The Resolutions having been read the second time, were agreed to, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on Bill (No. 251), For raising 
money on the credit of the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 





The following Bill was then introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 251), intituled “An Act for raising money on the credit of 
the Consolidated Revenue Fund.” Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


252 May 9TH 1922 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion for the second reading of Bill (No. 131), To amend the Highway 
Improvement Act, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, the Motion for the second reading, having been 
again submitted, was carried and the Bill was read the second time and re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the second reading of Bill (No. 150), Respecting Presque Isle Park, 
having been read, 


q 


The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, the Motion for the second reading, having been 
again submitted, was carried and the Bill was read the second time and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the House to resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider Bill (No. 183), To amend the Wolf Bounty Act 


having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 215), To amend the Statute Labour Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow... 


_ And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock mid- 
night. 
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Wednesday 10th May, 1922. 
The following Bill was read the second time:— 


Bill (No. 233), To amend the Obstruction on Highways Removal Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 





The House then adjourned at 12.20 a.m. 











Wednesday, May 10th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Sandy asked the following Question : 


t 
Is R. E. Gaby employed by Hydro Commission. How long has he been 
employed. Does he receive a retainer ‘as well as consulting fees for his work. 
What amount of money has he drawn altogther from the Commission. Is 
he a brother of the Chief Engineer. Is J.C. M. MacBeth employed by Hydro 
Commission. What amount has he drawn altogether from them. Is he a 
brother-in-law of the Chief Engineer of the Commission. 


And Myr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied :— 


1. Dr. R. E. Gaby has been from time to time in consultation and 
in attendance upon, for medical and surgical treatment, employees of the 
Commission suffering from serious injury or sickness, principally arising 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 2. When occasions arose since his 
return from overseas in 1918. 3. No. 4. $6,111.35 since 1918, which 
includes travelling and other out-of-pocket expenditures when visiting in- 
jured persons out of the City. 5. Yes. 6, In 1918 he was retained to 
close up four troublesome titles which required Court proceedings 


7. $672.50. 8. Yes. 





Mr. Lewis asked the following Question: 


1. How many times did Hon. D. Carmichael, as a Member of the Hydro- 
Electric Power Commission, inspect the work on ie Queenston-Chippawa 
scheme during the time he was such Commissioner. 2. Did anyone accom- 


pany him, and if so, who. 


254 May 10TH 192 





To which Mr. Carmichael, Minister without Portfolio, replied :— 


1. No record kept, probably five or six times. 2. Twice, whole Com- 
mission was present; accompanied once by Mr. Pope and Mr, Acres; at other 
times, met on the work by Engineers who were ordered by Mr. Acres to 
accompany him on tour of the work. 


Mr. Tolmie asked the following Question: 


What are the details of the expenditures put in at page D.72, of the 
Public Accounts under Technical Education as “Sundry Travelling expenses, 
teachers in training, $2,745.30,” giving the names of the parties to whom 
payments were made to make up that amount. 


And the Minister of Education replied as follows :— 


Men STUDENTS. 


Ballantyne; Henry) Jah . oe. Pa, $55.50 
Cleland. 0 ales tas Sie eer ae cman, naer eins TROL D5 
Orawtord: George) cou en nge te megs meee 43.75 
Creetian, lee ee Seeger eee cere meets 41.25 
HOreman, Ags tase. 2 sie Soot ee eatt) one fa ares 41.25 
Enxanklin, sijdigt. sapit. apart mead auth Rem SE 5: 
Hames, Georgeok. Lnjintiie. Diet feoihon san 41.25 
Birk patrick ONO, CLE, RTGS mk 43.75 
Bie) Fe pico cs les 8 w Ast: oar enyD yy! peered loses by Clie 41.25 
Montrose, ‘Cameron: 11, 3. gee 2 rem 46.75 
Morton; George JE. 6; « “sates om «> pee sata he 41.25 
Nicholson). Gilige's fi AGe An ee seine patina 41.25 
Rowe; Thomas, ©. o../53)9 5 st eee te oer 58.45 
Saunders, Ses TAG Oe PIS ee 41.25 
repboty 6.-(osd tear Ridsts MEME Re A Poe ts a 41.25 
Thomson Gi 4 Acetate iiassat wiible? tanthahs 41.25 
Walker, \Abe0rge Gey iin), je aly se epene arenes oe 43.75 
Watson? MP Bo eS eS AMEE 41.25 
Watson, . .ROmas tu) patsy. eine anes terete 41.25 
Young; Ob .. ct occa ois 4<sc' Apne nee ae 58.45 


Young, ‘Robert. ... aden: sie eee 43.75 $ 930.40 
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BRECON ia ae lr id pig eae 41.25 
[OT CSUs RSTO iy OAR EEN Rs ee ee a 54.95 
Pmulettonen. i Hlmirer ne !\isadl aii din ww wil weld. AAD: 15 
Wve at SY ba err Pree ek N ner 30.00 
Sere el ClO Ry soso UAE oe! Tegel i 58.45 
Oe MUNI os 50sec MG, dv oda ae 55.85 
Ree PN NGG) Li. 0)\ ae Seremiiee bis aatend’ le 58.45 
CULEVs Wits wAones! silva opimi bbe. ¢ wail une 48.00 
PO etauvinroa rede’ Mio 20 GN ee ke igus sls 58.30 
EEA il sa) SUN lig a8 Coat cP Se A 1 41.25 
Siamianwdythe Al Hy Volta t Mh iik « f qupue 47.75 
Gordon, ‘Mrs. Hortense: My... js sce faceie ve nies 43.75 
ee errs IN Gila) IMLS Po) oa. POD, (oe Dm PN NG 58.45 
0 LRT TS GEA Sa RM oy PR RNR 46.65 
LS PUMICE bx Honnpaie Mad aida weak oa: bs wh wean ad 41.25 
PRS OTIS 5/2985; ook ee view n'y 8 Dow tepeeLE 49.70 
TSE g ROR Ded Gm ES RRR Daerah <0 eRe GA Me rmi 54.15 
POPES ANY ee ON as el bh avedecn pleas 41.25 
Mathewson; Bessio We V0v.'v. Vaan. Danes 41.25 
Rm eOy eS WANITTOD hice as Foe cg gieie ple wees 58.45 
Peo MUBTOATCL Os cs cs cas oes te sales aes 53.15 
ete, NLAEY Lis us piu vea san sia ie gueizienes 4.2.50 
Ber TALE Oe. oy ee oi slaeitie's 9.0 sy teen 58.35 
Robb.) Mars! Amnie™. ()02.). 252002 ea ot 49.75 
pipet As Miatid Y..aicsc +e apecpes > oon eee 41.25 
Simachaniy Rowen. 27a. AN Weleda eas 58.35 
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Garrett, Mrs. J.S. 0.0.00 0s sees ee ee re eeces 55.85 
Stanley, Kate 2... wesserwncnr ee hagas dae 58.45 
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That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 31), Respecting | 
the London Street Railway Company having been read, 


Mr. Brackin moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was carried on a division and the 
Bill was then read the second time and referred to a Committee of the Whole 


House To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 5), Respecting Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 


Bill (No. 25), To incorporate the Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire 
Insurance Company. 


Bill (No. 48), Respecting the Hospital for Sick Children. 


Bill (No. 15), Respecting the City of Sault Ste. Marie. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without 
Amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the ;third time 
To-morrow. | 


La 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 18), To amend the Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act, 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 22), To incorporate a part of the Township of York as the 
Township of North York. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow, 
Bill (No. 17), Respecting the Town of Walkerville. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 222), To incorporate the Ontario Co-operative Dairy Products, 
Limited. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 206), To amend the Constables Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 223), To amend the Coroners Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 224), To amend the Crown Witnesses Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 196), 
To amend the Local Improvement Act, and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That a Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 215), 
To amend the Statute Labour Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
J-22-9 
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That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. ) 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 162), 
To amend the Public Lands Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 182), 
To amend the Sheriffs Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 204), 
To Interpret and amend the Veterans’ Land Grant Act, and after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 208), 
To amend the Town Sites Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 

That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 





| 
| 
| 


| 
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Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to, 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House then adjourned at 10.40 p.m. 





Thursday, May 11th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Bragg, from the Special Committee appointed to enquire into the 
Fruit and Apple interests of the Province, presented their Report which 
was read. (Appendix No. 1.) 


Resolved, That this House doth concur in the above Report. 


Mr. McCrae, from the Standing Committee on Legal Bills, presented 
their First Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 232), To amend 
the Division Courts Act, and report the Bill without amendment. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 13), Respecting the Town of Preston. 
Bill (No. 29), To confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 


Bill (No. 4), Respecting the City of Fort Wilham. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 150), 


Respecting Presque Isle Park, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 


resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
or leave to sit again. 
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Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask 
for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 














The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 2383), 
To amend the Obstructions on Highways Removal Act, 1920, and after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair ; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 131), 
To amend the Highway Improvement Act, and after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and ‘Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 182), To amend the Sheriffs Act, and after some time spent therei 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to as 
for leave to sit again. 
Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock mi 
night. 


Friday 12th May, 1922. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 221 
To amend the Ontario Game and Fisheries Act, and after some time spen 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
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Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself the Committee of 
Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


178 To defray the expenses of the Parliament and Depart- 
mental Buildings, Maintenance and Repairs ...... $ 10,210.55 


179 To defray the expenses of the Osgoode Hall, Main- 
PRO ATL AEG PRITS wii ome Line win ss < bs ahaa Pe ate 3,400.00 


180 To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Mainte- 
nance and Repairs of Government ........ A RIS 3,400.00 


181 To defray the expenses of the Parliament and Depart- 
mental Buildings ...... Ma BUEN. Ura aa wes 100,000.00 


182 To defray the expenses of the Osgoode Hall ......... 10,000.00 


183 To defray the expenses of the Public Institutions, 
Laie hte eee Gea ae alee Ube ican ani uaa 237,550.00 


185 To defray the expenses of the Agricultural Buildings .. 37 0,300.00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 


That the Committee had come to several Resolutions ; also, That the 
Committee had directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


262 May 12TH 1922 
neh a ee es SC ne | ee 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House by command of His 
_ Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor. 


Regulations and Orders-in-Council made since April 23rd, 1922, under 
Department of Education Act relating to Publie Scools, Separate Schools or. 
High Schools. (Sessional Papers, No. 56.) 


Also—A Return to an order of the House of 12th April, 1922, That there 
be laid before this House, a Return of all copies of all correspondence, mem- — 
oranda and reports between the Toronto and Hamilton Highway Commission 
and the Minister of Public Works or any member of the Government since 
November 15th, 1919. (Sessional Papers, No. 90.) 


The House then adjourned at 2.15 a.m. 
Friday, May 12th 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’CiocKk, P.M. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


; Bill (No. 254), intituled ““An Act to amend the Children’s Protection 
Act of Ontario”. Mr. Nixon.. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Mr, Ferguson asked the following Question :— 


1. How many Commissions have been appointed by the Government 
since 13th November, 1919. 2. How many special committees have been 
appointed by the Government since 13th November, 1919. 3. In how many 
cases since said date have persons been commissioned by letter or by verbal 
authority to make enquiries or investigations or perform special duties for the 
Government or any member or department thereof. 


And the Premier replied in the words and figures following :— 


1.28. 2. Two. 3. 654, of which 485 were investigations of fires under the 
Fire Marshall; 49 were valuations for Succession Duties and 109 were Min- 
ing and Geological Field operations. The balance were as follows:— 
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Treasury Department (Valuation) ............... 1 
ee Re Te aca Ney hoi aoe yes ale wo 52s oer win gti 5 
Wr emotes AY IS ay atk, OO Tass, 3 
Mite, sscnerals Department 0. .......+.2 oases i 
Sri mu EU CUCAULON: jou cid wal so 4 Soe adore elaiene'.s is 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question :— 


1. Is it the intention of the Prime Minister to implement his promise 
to appoint a Civil Service Commission on which the different parties in the 
House would be represented—to replace the Commissioner, J. M. McCutcheon, 
and make Mr. McCutcheon Secretary to the Commission. 


To which the Premier replied: — 


No decision has been reached. 


Mr. Stover asked the following Question :— 


1. Is the Geo. F. Henderson, whose salary in the Public Accounts at 
page ©. 12 (Attorney-General’s Department) as Drainage Referee at $3,500 


and $784.16 for travelling expenses, the same official whose name appears 
at page F. 6 (Department of Mines) under the heading:— 

George F. Henderson, Natural Gas Referee, 6 months ....$744.18 

SU PAVeM IDS WORDCHSCS es aes Ae ere ence tt Yee eas Ls i... 383.56 
2. If so, why is his name not listed in the statement giving the names of of- 
ficials who drew pay from more than one source during the last year. 
8. Is he the George F. Henderson who appeared before the Private Bills Com- 
“mittee in opposition to Bill (No. 42), Respecting the Village of Iroquois and 
other Bills before the same Committee and the Municipal Committee. 4. If 
so, does the Government approve of his action. 5. How many cases under 
the Drainage Act have been before Mr. Henderson during the year 1920-21. 





And the Attorney-General replied :— 


| 1. Yes. 2. The list showing officials receiving payments from more 
than one source is placed in the accounts pursuant to a Resolution of the 
“Public Accounts Committee adopted by the House, April 6th, 1909, and 
applies only to officials engaged in the Parliament Buildings. 3. Yes. 
4, Mr. Henderson is only engaged by the Government on a part time basis 
and is entitled to practise his profession. 5. See answer given to similar 
question on 3rd April, 1922. 


" 
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On Motion of Mr. Smith, seconded by Mr. Biggs,, 


Ordered, That this House do forthwith resolve itself into a Committee 
of the Whole to consider certain proposed Resolutions respecting certain 
amendments to the Corporations Tax Act. 


Mr. Drury acquainted the House that His Honour the Lieutenant-Goy- 
ernor, having been informed of the subject matter of the proposed Resolutions 
recommends them to the consideration of the House. 





The House then resolved itself into the Committee. 
















(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, 1. That Subsection 11 of Section 4 of the Corporations Tax | 
Act, as enacted by Section 2 of The Corporations Tax Act, 1914, and amended ' 
by Section 5 of The Corporations Tax Act, 1915, be further amended by — 
striking out the figures ‘“$20,000” where they occur in the said Subsection — 
and substituting therefor the figures “$100,000” so that the Subsection will — 
now read as follows :— 


(11) Every company, owning, operating or using a telephone line or _ 
part thereof in Ontario for gain and having a paid-up capital of $100,000 ; 
or over, shall pay a tax of one-quarter of one per cent. upon the paid up capital — 
thereof. , 


2. That Subsection 15 of the said Section 4 as enacted by Section 6 of | 
The Corporations Tax Act, 1920, be amended by adding immediately before — 
the proviso in the said Subsection the following words, “And in addition © 
thereto every incorporated company, association or club becoming the custo- — 
dian of any money, bet or stakes during the actual progress of a race meet- _ 
ing conducted by and on a race-course of such company, association or club — 
upon races being run thereon, shall deduct and pay to His Majesty, for the — 
uses of Ontario five per cent. of the amount so bet or staked, to be deducted — 
in respect of each race from the total amount of money so deposited or of 4 
which the club or association becomes the custodian under the pari-mutuel — 
system, the amount so deducted to be forwarded to the Treasurer of Ontario — 
at the close of each day’s racing. 


3. That said Section 4 be further amended by adding thereto the follow-— 
ing Subsection :— , 


(18) Every liquor export company shall pay a tax of $15,000 per annum. — 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 
That the Committee had come to certain Resolutions. 


Ordered, That the Report be now received. 
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Mr. Watson reported the Resolutions as follows :— 


Resolved, 1. That Subsection 11 of Section 4 of the Corporations Tax 
Act, as enacted by Section 2 of The Corporations Tax Act, 1914, and amended 
by Section 5 of The Corporations Tax Act, 1915, be further amended by 
striking out the figures “$20,000” where they occur in the said Subsection 
and substituting therefor the figures “$100,000” so that the Subsection will 
now read as follows:— | 


(11) Every company, owning, operating or using a telephone line or 
part thereof in Ontario for gain and having a paid-up capital of $100,000 
_or over, shall pay a tax of one-quarter of one per cent. upon the paid up capital 
thereof. 


2. That Subsection 15 of the said Section 4 as enacted by Section 6 of 

The Corporations Tax Act, 1920, be amended by adding immediately before 
the proviso in the said Subsection the following words, “And in addition 
thereto every incorporated company, association or club becoming the custo- 
dian of any money, bet or stakes during the actual progress of a race meet- 
ing conducted by and on a race-course of such company, association or club 
upon races being run thereon, shall deduct and pay to His Majesty, for the 
uses of Ontario five per cent. of the amount so bet or staked, to be deducted 
in respect of each race from the total amount of money so deposited or of 
which the club or association becomes the custodian under the pari-mutuel 
“system, the amount so deducted to be forwarded to the Treasurer of Ontario 


at the close of each day’s racing. 


| 3. That said Section 4 be further amended by adding thereto the follow- 
ing Subsection:— _ 


(18) Every liquor export company shall pay a tax of $15,000 per annum. 





| The Resolutions having been read the second time, were agreed to, and 
‘referred to the Committee of the Whole House on Bill (No. 253), To amend 


the Corporations Tax Act. 








The following Bill was then introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 253), intituled “An Act to amend the Corporations Tax Act.” 
Mr. Smith. 
: Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


|| Net 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 240), To amend the Jurors’ Act. 

Referred to the Legal Committee. 

Bill (No. 242), The District Houses of Refuge Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 232), — 
To amend the Division Courts Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. © 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee | 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Report of the Civil Service Commissioner for Ontario, 1921. (Sessional — 
Papers, No. 91.) 


Also—Report of the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board for the 
year 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 50.) 


Also—Statement showing sums credited to The Highway Improvement 


Fund and all payments chargeable thereto as of October 31st, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 92.) | 


The House then adjourned at 4.45 p.m. 
ee ee ee 
Monday, May 15th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crock, P.M. 
The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed:— | 
Bill (No. 87), To amend the Mining Tax Act. 
Bill (No. 74), To amend The Land Transfer Tax Act. 
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Bill (No. 76), To amend The Private Detectives Act. 
Bill (No. 123), To amend the Ontario Railway Act. 


q Bill (No. 124), To amend the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board 
Act. 


Bill (No. 71), To aid in the Grading and Packing of Fruit. 
Bill (No. 24), Respecting the Town of Collingwood. 


Bill (No. 70), To provide for the appointment of Probation Officers. 





Bill (No. 152), Respecting the Registration of Nurses. 
Bill (No. 176), To amend the Travelling Shows Act. 
Bill (No. 193), To amend the Land Titles Act. 

Bill (No. 203), To amend the Provincial Loans (Act. 


Bill (No. 149), To amend the Northern and Northwestern Ontario 
| Rees Act. 


Bill (No. 1380), To amend the Provincial Highway Act. 
im Dill (No. 157 ), To amend the Motor Vehicles Act. 
Bill (No. 162), To amend the Public Lands Act. 
Bill (No. 204), To interpret and amend the Veterans’ Land Grant Act. 
| Bill (No. 208), To amend the Town Sites Act. 
Bill (No. 5), Respecting Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 
‘Bill (No. 196), To amend the Local Improvement Act. 


Bill (No. 233), To amend the Obstructions on Highways Removal 
et. 1920. 





Bill (No. 232), To amend the Division Courts Act. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 18), To amend the Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act. 


Bill (No. 17), Respecting the Town of Walkerville. . | 













Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the. 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time To-| 
morrow. | 


Mr. Hay asked the following Question fete 


Of the loans made during the fiscal year 1920 and 1921, under R.S.O. 
cap. 39, Sec. 14, amounting to $87,050,000. (a) What amount has been 
paid over to the Hydro-Electric Power Commission or ( 6b) Is remaining 
to its credit in the Consolidated Revenue Fund. (c) What amounts, if 
any, have been paid over to other Departments of the Government, and (d)- 
If any, what are the subheads and respective amounts so paid. 


And the Treasurer replied in the words and figures following :— 


(a) Of the loans authorized under R.S.0., cap. 39, sec. 14m 
—$87,050,000—, receipts from which amounted to $80,932,041.60 up to 
October 31, 1921, direct advances to the Hydro-Electric Commission paid 
from Consolidated Revenue Fund amount to ............. $39,237,288.75 
Hydro loans paid off, from Consolidated Revenue Fund. 


Treasury Bills, HH... - $3,090,000 .00 


Jd s.24.0°4,900,999 050 
MM.... 1,030,020.00 
NN....10,291,147.50 
Teoatiy gaits Rp Gis oe ae 4,000.00 18,615,459 . 00 
57,852,747 .75 
CB) eee Cink spo CORT Te aR ge een. aa $ 23,079,293.85 


(c) None. All receipts are deposited in, and all expenditures paid from, 
the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 
(d) Answered by (ce). 


i 
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Mr. McCrea asked the following Question:— 


1. What is the amount of the outstanding debentures of the Province 
of Ontario that have been issued free of succession duties, 2. What is the 
serial description of each issue. 3. In what year, or years, were such deben- 
tures issued. 4. What rate of interest does each issue bear. 5. What portion, 
if any, of such debentures have been redeemed by the Province of Ontario, 
and when. 











| And the Provincial Treasurer replied in the words and figures fol- 
charge. 
“1. $15,784,409.16 as of the 31st October, 1921. 

| 2. $3,916,966.08—No Serial Number—4 %—lInscribed Stock—Issued 

: England 1909 to 1913. 








$1,867,443.08—  “ " —4Vp %o— ‘i Issued 1914. 

$3,000,000.00 — “ ef —3147%—Canadian——Issued 1906. 

$3,500,000.00—Series A. —4 %— * —Issued 1909. 

$ 500,000.00— “ 8B AIT Go ‘6 —Issued 1911 
and 1912. 

$3,000,000.00—  <“ Ceandy Dy i A4ogs Fee ‘f —Issued 1911 
to 1913. 


/38. Answered by No. 2 4. Answered by No. 2. 5. In the first two loans 
(English) the following amounts respectively have been redeemed during the 
‘fiscal years 1920 and 1921. The figures given above represent the amount of 
‘the loans after these redemptions have been deducted. 


$4,067,033.92—No Serial Number—4”, 
$2,110,054.89—No Serial Number—414%. 
Of the last four loans (Canadian) the amount purchased during fiscal year 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 253), To amend the Corporations Tax Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Bill (No. 238), To amend the ‘Soldiers Aid Commission Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 
Bill (No. 246), To amend the Ontario Telephone Act, 1918. 
Referred to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 


Bill (No. 237), The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922. 
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Referred to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 202), 
To amend the Upper Canada College Act, and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MasVicnt reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to Port the Bilt without any amendment. ) 






Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 206), 
To amend the 'Constables Act, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Committe had 
directed him to report the Bill, with certain amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. | 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 221), To amend the Ontario Game and Fisheries Act, and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Maa\ecss re- 
ported, That the Ones had directed him to oe the Bill, with certain 
amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Commuattee. ) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


117 To defray the expenses of Legislation ....2...........04. $14,745.00 


122 To defray the expenses of the Normal and Model Schools, 
Toronto .S&¢!. wih. toes de. pepe od Pein: 5 11,000.00 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-morrow. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Annual report of the Agricultural and Experimental Union for 1921 
(Sessional Papers No. 32). 


The House then adjourned at 11.55 p.m. 








Tuesday, May 16th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 

Bill (No. 255), intituled “An Act to amend the Minimum Wage Act.” 
Mr. Rollo. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 256), intituled “An Act to amend the Ontario Temperance 
Act.” Mr. Cridland. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 66), To amend The Ontario Insurance Act. 


Bill (No. 10), Respecting the City of Ottawa. 


‘ 
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Bill (No. 42), Respecting the Village of Iroquois. 

Bill (No. 88), To amend The Mining Act of Ontario. 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. — 
150), Respecting Presque Isle Park and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The. House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 253), 
To amend The Corporations Tax Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. : 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee 
had made some progress, andi directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 100), — 
Respecting the construction and operation of Municipal Electric Railways, — 
having been read, 

Mr. Drury moved, 

That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And a Debate having ensued, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 245), Respecting Natural Gas. 


Referred to a committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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Bill (No. 247), Respecting Albert College, of Belleville. 
Referred to a committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 251), For raising money on the credit of the Consolidated 
Revenue Fund. 


Referred to a committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


And the House having continued to sit until twelve of the clock mid- 
night. 


Wednesday, 17th May, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Commuttee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 
1922, the following sums :— 


159 To defray the expenses of the Agricultural and Horticul- 


CAG SOCKEUIGSI SY. da -yoei lines Deiiade * Senne 22,384 00 
160 To defray the expenses of the Live Stock Branch .... 23,800 00 
161 To defray the expenses of the Institutes .........--. SL) BOGOF O8 
162 To defray the expenses of the Dairy Branch ........ 24,300 00 
163 To defray the expenses of the Fruit Branch ........ 19,700 00 
164 To defray the expenses of the Agricultural Representa- 

He MREEMETTIC Hie lak a) RRR SR EN I 25,000 00 
165 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Veterinary College 200 00 


166 To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Agriculture — 45,500 00 
167 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Agricultural Col- 


(Lost) ‘elite eee SEGA IRR OPO EP SNK SER H ae eo 32,995 ‘00 
168 To defray the expenses of the Macdonald Institute and 

PON eg gl age Og eat oan de ube eo ctugi om A Sakae 500 00 
169 To defray the expenses of the Animal Husbandry and 

Experimental Feeding Department ..-....---+-++-: 1,500 00 
170 To defray the expenses of the Field Experiments ...... 1,530 00 
171 To defray the expenses of the Experimental Dairy ... 1,500 00 
172 To defray the expenses of the Poultry Department ...- 4,975 re 
173 To defray the expenses of the Bacteriology haa 1p -s 
174 To defray the expenses of the Chemistry ss ae aa ee ee . 
175 To defray the expenses of the Entomology ...-.++-+++: ea 
176 To defray the expenses of the Manual Training ....-- 1,4! 


177 To defray the expenses of the Hospitals and Charities 124,500 00 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committe. had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Orazred, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Report of the Soldiers’ Aid Commission of Ontamo for the year 1921. 
(Sessional Papers, No. 93.) 


The House then adjourned at 12.25 a.m. 


Wednesday, May 17th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3,00 O’CLocK, Pat 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 181), To amend 
The Highway Inprovement Act, having been read. 


Mr. Biggs moved, 
That the Bill be now read the third time. 
Mr. Dewart moved in Amendment, seconded by Mr. Tolmie. 


That all the words of the Motion, after the word “That” be omitted, and 
the following substituted: “The Bill be not now read the third time, but be 
forthwith re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House with instrue- 
tions to strike out section 5 of the said Bill, providing for the setting aside of 
certain annual income to the extent of $2,000,000 for a period of twenty 
years, so as to provide certain additional amounts to be placed to the credit 
of the Highway Improvement Fund, for more immediate expenditures es- 
timated by the Minister of Highways at the sum of $25,000,000 before the 
close of the year 1925.”. 


And the Amendment, having been put, was lost on a division. 


The Main Motion, having been then again proposed, was carried and 
the Bill was read the third time and passed. 
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Mr. Sinclair asked the following Question: 

Upon what dates in 1919-20 and 1920-21, respectively, were payments 
received by the Provincial Treasurer from the Dominion Government and 
the amount thereof under The Canada Highways Act. 

And the Treasurer replied in the words and figures following: 

1919-20, Nil. 1920-21, March 14th, $203,437.11. March 28rd, 


$74,320.81; April 11th, $17,342.58; October 7th, $572,853.72; November 
15th, $447,679.95. 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Question: 

When will the Honourable the Provincial Treasurer lay before this. House 
the statement showing all sums credited to the Highway Improvement Fund 
and all payments chargeable thereto during the fiscal year 1920-21, as required 
by Subsection 5, Section 3, Chapter 20, 10-11, Geo. V. 


To which the Treasurer replied: 


1. This statement was tabled on Friday, the 12th day of May, 1922. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 253), To amend The Corporations Tax Act and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


8 o'clock p.m. 


Mr. Smith moved that Bill (No. 253), To amend the Corporations Tiax 
Act be now read the third time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was carried and the Bill was read the 
third time and passed. 
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The House again resolved itself. into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 67), Respecting Professional Engineers and, after some time spent: 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Hicks reported, That the 
Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit 
again. 


Resolved, That the Committe have leave to sit again To-morrow. j 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 101), 
To amend The Steam Boilers Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had recommitted the Bill to a Select Committee to be named. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the clock mid- 
night. 


Thursday 18th ‘May, 1922.. 


The House resolved itself into a Committtee to consider Bill (No. 175), 
To amend The Highway Improvement Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


‘ 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 179), 
To amend The Municipal Drainage Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and ‘Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill, with certain Amendments. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— | 
Bill (No. 210), To amend the Provincial Loans Act, RS/O. (Chap. 21: 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 
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Bill (No. 214), The Workmen’s Compensation Amendment Act. 


Referred to the Labour Committee. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 191), To 
amend the Highway Improvement Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The House then adjourned at 12.30 a.m. 
Lee ——————————— nnn 
Thursday, May 18th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 257), intituled “An Act to amend The Power Commission Act.” 
Mr. Carmichael. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 





On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the Select Committee of this House, to which was referred 
Bills Nos. 109, 111, 118 and 119, re Voters’ Lists, be empowered to sit and 
carry on their work concurrently with the Sittings of the House. 





The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 237), 
The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922, and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had directed: him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


278 May 18TH 1922 


8 O’CLOCK P.M. 
The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :-— 
Bill (No. 150), Respecting Presque Isle Park. 


Bill (No. 237), The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922, 


9 O'CLOCK P.M. 


His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor entered the Chamber of the Legis- 
lative Assembly and took his seat upon the Throne. 


Mr. Speaker then addressed His Honour as follows: 
May it please Your Honour, 

The Legislative Assembly of the Province, having at its present Sittings 
passed certain Bills to which, on behalf and in the name of the said Assembly, 


I respectfuly request Your Honour’s assent. 


The Clerk Assistant then read the Titles of the Acts that had been passed 
as follows :— 


An Act to amend the Corporations Tax Act. 

An Act to amend an Act to ngtreee the Town of Merritton. 
An Act respecting the ‘City of London. 

tah Act to amend the Railway Employees’ Voting Act, 1918. 
An Act respecting the City of St. ORAS 

An Act respecting the Town of Preston. 

An Act to confirm By-law 650 of the Town of Oakville. 

An Act respecting the City of Fort William. 

An Act to amend the Mining Tax Act. 

An Act to amend the Land Transfer Tax Act. 


An Act to amend the Private Detectives Act. 


GEORGE Ve May 18TH 





Act. 


An Act to amend the ‘Ontario Railway Act. 

An Act to-amend the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board Act. 
An Act to aid in the Grading and Packing of Fruit. 

An Act respecting the Town of Collingwood. 

An Act to provide for the Appointment of Probation Officers. 
An Act respecting the Registration of Nurses. 

An Act to amend the Travelling Shows Act. 

An Act to amend the Land Titles Act. 


An Act to amend the Provincial Loans Act. 
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An Act to amend the Northern and North-western Ontario Development 


An Act to amend the Provincial Highway Act. 

An Act to amend the Motor Vehicles Act. 

An Act to amend the Public Lands Act. 

An Act to interpret and amend the Veterans’ Land Grant Act. 
An Act to amend the Town Sites Act. 

An Act respecting Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 


An Act to amend the Local Improvement Act. 


An Act to amend the Obstructions on Highways Removal Act, 1920. 


An Act to amend the Division Courts Act. 
An Act to amend the Ontario Insurance Act. 
An Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 

An Act respecting the Village of Troquois. 


An Act to amend the Mining Act of Ontario. 
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An Act to amend the Highway Improvement Act. 


An Act respecting Presque Isle Park. 


___ The Municipal Amendment Act, 1922. 


To these Acts the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the Legis- 


lative Assembly, in the following words :-— 


“In His Majesty’s name, His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth assent 
to these Acts.” 


His Honour was then pleased to retire. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion 
for the second reading of Bill (No. 100), Respecting the construction and opera- 
tion of Municipal Electric Railways, having been read. 

The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Carmichael 


Ordered, That the following members compose the Select Committee to 
which was referred Bill (No. 101), To amend the Steam Boiler Act:— 
Messieurs Rollo, Henry, Hicks, Oke and McLeod. 


And the House having continued to sit until twelve of the clock, mid- 
night. 


Friday, 19th May, 1922 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 
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(In the Committee. ) 


‘Resolwed: That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 
141 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Brockville 80,850 00 
142 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Cobourg.. 11,600 00 
148 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Hamilton 91,600 00 
144 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Kingston 78,200 00 
145 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, London .. 138,900 00 
146 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Mimico .. 51,700 00 
147 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Orillia ... 57,300 00 


148 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Penetan- 
ee ee alin ec a te ve eet s bev olny onl «Hig 35,200 00 


149 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Toronto . 67,100 00 
150 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Whitby . 60,375 00 
151 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital Woodstock 15,800 00 
152 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Reformatory, Guelph 162,700 00 
153 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Reformatory Indus- 


los eo 0 ll a ha REAR ie Cea nC Me NCSC nak i 25,000 00 
154 To defray the expenses of the Andrew Mercer Reformatory 
ATC We a Wak Sid paihenbie) Seach 8 Shee eat he eet sabes 11,500 00 


155 To defray the expenses of the Industrial Farm, Burwash 59,750 00 
156 To defray the expenses of the Industrial Farm, Fort W1il- 


Ce ace cled cate cs cere am minars ftw a 7,850 00 
157 To defray the expenses of the Ontario Brick and Tile Plant, 

Re a idle, sunset a abs WIG a ReMANO 7,000 00 
158 To defray the expenses of the Public Institutions, Miscel- 

oui RNR pet ern errs: Te 19,383 32 
184 To defray the expenses of the Education Buildings ....-- 192,510 00 





Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 


directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 
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Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The House then adjourned at 12.45 a.m. 











Friday, May 19th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crock, P.M. 
The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 258), intituled “An Act to amend the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act.” ‘Mr. Rollo. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 259), imtituled “An Act to amend The Ontario Public Service 
Superannuation Act.” Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Bill (No. 260), intituled “An Act to amend The Motor Vehicles Act.” 
Mr. Stevenson. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


Mr. Mills, from the Standing Committee on Railways, presented their 
First Report which was read ‘as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments : 


Bill (No. 14), An Act respecting the Mount Mckay and Kakabeka Falls 
Railway Company. 


Bill (No. 82), An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act. 
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Mr, MacBride asked the following Question: 


1. Is the Mr. Lloyd Harris, of Brantford, named by the Prime Minister 
as one of the CCommissioners to investigate Hydro Expenditures, the same Mr. 
Harris who has been a director of the Dominion Power and Transmission 
Company. 2. Is this the Company which operates in certain portions of 
Ontario in direct opposition to the Hydro-Electrie Power Commission. 
3. What connection, if any, has Mr. Lloyd Harris with the Montreal Light and 
Power Company. 4. Is he the same Mr. Lloyd Harris who opposed the 
Hydro by-law when submitted to the city of Brantford in 1909. 5. On that 
occasion did Mr. Harris propose that the city should acquire the Western 
Counties Electric Company of Brantford. 6. Was Mr. Harris then, and is 
he still, financially interested in the Western Counties Electrical Company. 
7. Is the Western Electric Company connected with the Dominion Power 
and Transmission Company. 8. Upon whose recommendation was Mr. Har- 
ris selected as one of the Commissioners. 9. Is this the same Mr. Harris 
who was appointed Trade Commissioner for Canada to go to Europe and 
to recommend the Roumanian credit of $25,000,000. upon which no interest 
has as yet been paid. 


To which the Premier replied in the words following :— 


1. Yes. 2. The Company was operating before the Hydro-Electric Power 
Commission was created and is still operating. It may be said to be a com- 
petitor, although it was not established in opposition to the Provincial system, 
3. No connection whatever. 4. Yes. 5. The Government has no information 
on this subject. 6. Mr. Harris is interested to the extent that the Company 
referred to is owned by the Dominion Power and Transmission Company. 
7, Answered by the reply to Question No. 6. 8. Mr. Harris was recom- 
mended by the Premier. 9. Mr. Harris was appointed by the Dominion Gov- 
ernment as Trade Commissioner of Canada. 





The Order of the day for resuming the adjourned Debate on the motion 
for the second reading of Bill (No. 184), To Provide for the more Equit- 
able Taxation of Lands in certain townships, having been read. 


The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, the motion for the second reading having been 
again submitted, was carried and the Bill was read the second time and referred 


to the Municipal Committee. 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 244), To 
amend the Registry Act and the Land Titles Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 248), For 


the training of Boys committed to Institutions, having been read, 
Mr. Stevenson moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bil] 
(No. 73), Respecting Police Magistrates and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bil] (No. 212), 
Respecting the construction of certain works on lakes and streams in Ontario 
and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair ; and Mr. 


Watson reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill 
with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be negara into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday nest. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 223), 
To amend The Coroners Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 


resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill, without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 247 ) 
Respecting Albert College and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Sekar 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Gommitian had 
directed him to report the Bil without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 224) 
To amend The Crown Witnesses Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee 
had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 246), 
To amend the Ontario Telephone Act, 1918, and, after some time spent 


therein, Mr, Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The following Bill was read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 209), Respecting the Sale of Securities. 


Referred to a Select Committee, to be named, with power to sit during 
the Recess. 





On motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Nixon. 


Ordered, That Order (No. 50), An Act respecting the Registry Ofhces 
in the County of York, be discharged and the Bill referred to a Committee 
of the House to be composed of the Representatives in the Legislature of the 
City of Toronto and the County of York and the Attorney-General, with 
power to sit and take evidence and hear representations during the Recess 
and to report at the next Session of the Legislature. 





The Order of the Dav for the second Reading of Bill (No. 97), Respect- 
ing Liens of Mechanics, Wage-earners and others having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


——— nl 


The House then adjourned at 5.50 p.m. 
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Monday, May 22nd, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 
The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 261), intituled “An Act respecting the Lake of the Woods 
Control Board.” Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 262), intituled “The Declaratory Act, 1922.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 18), To amend The Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act. 


Bill (No. 17), Respecting the Town of Walkerville. 


Mr. McLeod asked the following Question :— 


1. How many prescriptions for intoxicating liquors were issued in 
Ontario from October 31, 1920, to October 31st, 1921. 2. How many pre 
scriptions for intoxicating liquors were issued in the same period in each 
of the following cities, Ottawa, Guelph, Kitchener, Hamilton, Toronto, Strat- 
ford, Windsor, and Kingston. 3. What was the total amount of intoxicating 
liquors sold by the License Commission in the same period. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. The number of prescriptions filled at the dispensaries is as follows :— 


1920° “November” .© 9... 2.2572, Baie ee eee = 53,756 
December see iso-s «tele lens ec ee 74,313 
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| February . 
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532,611 


2. The number of prescriptions filled at the dispensaries for these Cities 


is as follows :— 


1920 


November 
December 


1921 


January 
February 
March 
April 

May 

June 
July 
August 
September 
October 


1920 


November 
December 
1921 
January 


February 


March 


Toronto 


20,596 
28,716 


17,340 
17,362 
18,723 
17,146 
14,715 
10,732 
11,385 
13,193 
15,385 
16,328 


—— —__———— 


201,621 
Hamilton 


6,396 — 
8,540 


4 887 
4,740 
4,786 


Ottawa 
2,949 
4,202 


2,024 
2,123 
2,551 
2,997 
3,916 
2.908 
2,295 
2,459 
2,625 
2.558 





32,892 


' Stratford 


91 
104 


32 
58 
37 


Guelph 


207 
318 


2,037 


Windsor 


9.564 
2,909 


1,892 
1,982 
2,967 


Kitchener 


74 
89 


861 


Kingston 


1,985 
2.494 


1,670 
1,856 
1,837 
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April 4,267 34 2,008 An 1,753 
May 3,972 52 1,817 1,668 
June 2,740 | 39 ivake al 1,169 
July 3,191 43 Pevovi 1,318, 
August . 8,700 53 1,490 Loot 
September 3,556 76 yin, 1,393 
October 8,541 70 143% 1,892 

54,316 689 22,308 20,069 


3. $8,131,410.57 and the amount in gallons, 183,246. 
Mr. Tolmie asked the following Question :-— 


When will the Honourable the Provincial Treasurer comply with the 
terms of 10-11 Geo. V, Chapter 20, Subsection 5 of Section 3, by laying 
before this House the statement showing all sums credited to the Highway 
Improvement Fund and all payments chargeable thereto for the fiscal year 
ending 31st October, 1920. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied: 


To-morrow. 


Mr. Ireland asked the following Question a 


1. What was the quantity and value of the liquor seized in Ontario 
for the year 1922. 2. What was the total amount of fines paid in connection 
with the liquor seized. 3. What was the cost of guarding and transporting 
the seized liquor. 4. What disposition was made of the seized liquor. 


To which the Attorney-General replied in the words following :— 


1. 40,234 gallons valued at $276,235.30 for the year November 1st, 
1920 to October 31st, 1921. 2. No record is kept from which it can be as- 
certained what amount of the fines paid were in connection with the liquor 
seized. 38. $17,263.68 for the year November 1st, 1920 to October 31st 1921. 
4. Standard brands are taken into stock. Unknown brands are redistilled 
and the alcohol extracted is sold for industrial purposes. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 22), To 
incorporate a part of the Township of York, as the ‘Township of North York 
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and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. 
Webster reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill 
with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 210), To 
amend the Provincial Loans Act, ‘R.S.O. Cap. 21 and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a‘ Committee to consider Bill (No. 238), To 
amend the Soldiers ‘Aid Commission Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be real the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 251), 
For raising Money on the Credit of the Consolidated Revenue Fund and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster 
reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 100), Respecting the ‘Construction and 
Operation of Municipal Electric Railways, having been read. 


The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 
9-22-10 | 
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The following Bill was read the second time:— 


1922 


Bill (No. 219), Respecting Works and Measures to relieve Unemployment. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


night, 


And the House having continued to sit until twelve of the clock mid- 


Tuesday, 23rd May, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


the following sums :— 


118 


r20) 


123 


124 
125 
126 
127 
128 


To defray the expenses of the Administration of Justice, 
Supreme Court of Ontario .................... Sk 


To defray the expenses of the Administration of J ates in 
DSiiCis a had ee oe eee pales erg einbita teil ss Sees es a ea 


To defray the expenses of the Normal and ‘Model Schools, 
CEL BIER ue coke Sede nop tty cen cae rea ewes VORA a a Co 


To defray the expenses of the Normal School, London ..... 
To defray the expenses of the Normal School, Hamilton .... 
To defray the expenses of the Normal School, Stratford 
To defray the expenses of the Normal School, North Bay .. 
To defray the expenses of the English-Franch Training 
Seltool. (Osawa pics sauce cand Bh helt she Ae eee eae ke 


To defray the expenses of the English-French Training 
School, Stiroeon Palis' Ye). eee See tees eens Lana 


To defray the expenses ofthe English-French Training 
School, Vankleek Hill ........ Ee oN retin Sr A ic 


To defray the expenses of the English-French Training 
School, Sandwich; 2... sick kao ee eae Oe ee ee 


To defray the ee of the Departmental Library and 
Maser. F003 ths Se ae, ee ete ee kG er te 


1,358 


13,300 


10,275 
4.400 
1,200 


1,500 


12,000 


8,000 


12,560 


2,200 


4,050 


650 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 


69 
00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 
00 
00 


00 


00 





198 To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous .......-.--. 
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134 To defray the expenses of the Public Libraries, Art Schools, 
Historical, Literary and Scientific Societies ........... 14,900 00 
135 To defray the expenses of the Technical Education ....... 109,850 30 
137 To defray the expenses of the Ontario School for the Deaf, 
OMe ee. SE AE Mt ea a UP AAOTS 51 6,750 00 
138 To defray the expenses of the Ontario School for the Blind, 
Ie eerie omta Mem tes hl oh 4 eecres exleit haan visi: ESM iota EAS 2,505 00 
139 To defray the expenses of the Northern Academy, Monteith 17,852 00 
140 To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Education .... 433 00 
192 To defray the expenses of the Game and Fisheries ........ 86,600 00 
193 To defray the expenses of the Treasury Department, Mis- 
Pe I ce sie tere ge ge tole eee Cent oh gies 82,050 00 
194 To defray the expenses of the Provincial Secretary’s Depart- 
ment, Miscellaneous ....... 0... secrete e eters 108,452 13 
196 To defray the expenses of the Department of Mines ...... 79,863 50 
197 To defray the expenses of the Refund Account ........-. 16,809 73 
43,836 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Pascintone: also, That the Committe had 


directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 


Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Repo 
- for the year 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 48.) 





The House then adjourned at 1.05 a.m. 


rt of the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway ‘Commission 
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"Tuesday, May 23rd, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 


3.00 O’Crocxk, P.M. . 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented their 
Fourteenth Report, which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amendments: 
Bill (No. 12), An Act respecting the City Gas Company of London. 

Bill (No. 49), An vt respecting the City of Galt. 

Bill (No. 126), An Act respecting the Town of Oshawa. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding Rule 51 of Your 
Honourable House the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended to and inclusive of Tuesday, the Sixth day of June next. 


Your Commtttee also recommend that all charges imposed during this 
Session under clauses (0) (c), and (d) of paragraph 3 of Rule 51a of the Rules 
of the House which require the levying of a fixed charge of $50, $75 and $100 
in respect of Private Bills introduced after the 17th, 24th and 31st days respec- 
tively of the Session, be remitted and that all moneys heretofore paid to the 
Treasurer of Ontario during this Session in respect of such charges be refunded. 


ad 


Ordered, That the time for receiving Reports from Committees on Private 
Bills be extended until and inclusive of Tuesday, the Sixth day of June next. 


Ordered, That all charges imposed under clauses (b) (c) and (d) of para- 
graph 3 of Rule 51 a@ requiring the levying of a fixed charge of $50, $75 and 
$100 in respect of Private Bills introduced after the 17th, 24th and 31st days 
of the Session respectively be remitted and that all moneys heretofore paid to 
the Treasurer, during the Session in respect of such charges be refunded. 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That when this House adjourns, it do stand adjourned until 
Thursday, the Twenty-fifth instant, at Three of the Clock in the afternoon. 
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The following Bill was read the third time and passed :— 


\ 


Bill (No. 198), Respecting the Town of Cobourg. 


The Order of the Day for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 262), To de- 
clare the Law with respect to proceedings against the Crown and its Officers 
and concerning The Corporations Tax Act, 1922, having been read, 


Mr. Raney moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And after some time, the motion for the second reading having been put 
was carried, and the bill was read the second time and referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


186 To defray the expenses of the District Buildings .......... 133,150 00 
187 To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Public Buildings 56,000 00 


And the Committee having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight, Day-light Saving time. 


Wednesday, 24th, May 1922. 


An honourable member, rising in his place, raised the Point of Order 
that as the 24th, May was a legal holiday the House should adjourn. ita 
tion was thereupon taken, that the present hour of midnight was not Standar 

Time and that the work of the Committee should continue. 


The Chairman of the Committee, for the time, left the Chair and Mr. 
Speaker was called to rule upon the Points raised. 
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Mr. Speaker, on taking the Chair, said, that in his opinion the House 
was governed by the Daylight Saving conditions existing in_the city—The 
House met by that time in the afternoon rose at six and should adjourn by 
the same and that it was now, to all inents and purposes the 24th, and that 
day being a Legal Holiday, the House should adjourn. 


Mr. Webster thereupon reported, That the Committee had come to several 
Resolutions; also; That the Committee had directed him to ask for leave 
to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received on Thursday next. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Thursday next. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Statements showing all sums credited to the Highway Improvement Fund 


and all payments chargeable thereto for the fiscal years ending October 31st., 
1920, and 1921, respectively. (Sessional Papers No. 94.) 


The House then adjourned at 12.05 a.m. 





Thursday, May 25th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. 3.00 O'CrocKk,-P. Me 
Mr. MacVicar, from the Standing Committee on Agriculture and 
Colonization presented their Second Report, which was read as follows and 
adopted : 
Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 172) to amend the 


Community Halls Act, and have prepared certain amendments thereto, all of 
which is respectfully submitted. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 39), Respecting the City of Windsor. 
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Bill (No. 43), Respecting the Hospital for Sick Children. 
Bill (No. 179), To amend the Municipal Drainage Act. 
Bill (No. 246), To amend the Ontario Telephone Act, 1918. 


Bill (No. 25), To incorporate the Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire 
Insurance Company. 


On motion of Mr. Cooke, seconded by Mr. Black. 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return showing 


1. What Legislative Grants were earned in each of the years 1920 and 
1921 by (a) Rural Public Schools, (b) Rural ‘Separate Schools, under the 
following heads :— 


2.. What was the actual amount paid to each Rural Public and Separate 
School for the said years. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 

Bill (No. 257), To amend the Power Commission Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 236), To amend the University Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 234), To amend the Administration of Justice Expenses Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 235), To amend the Public Officers Fees Act. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 241), To amend the Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 248), The Load of Vehicles Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


296 May 25TH : 1922 


Bill (No. 252), To amend the School Laws. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion 
for Second Reading of Bill (No. 100), Respecting the construction and 
operation of Municipal Electric Railways, having been read. 

The Debate was resumed. 


And after’ some time, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 262), 
To declare the law with respect to Proceedings against the Crown and its 
Officers and concerning the Corporations Tax Act, 1922 and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments, 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 224), 
To amend the Crown Witnesses Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 


Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the clock, 
Midnight, 


Friday, 26th May, 19292. 


The House according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. | 
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(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


188 To defray the expenses of the Public Works .......... $ 650,738 00 
191 To defray the expenses of the Department of Public 

Pe GP lea) eel gonial eave ee n wwede mir ie a alece se 21,650 0 
190 To defray the expenses of the Colonization Roads...... 650,000 0C 
189 To defray the expenses of the Department of Labour.... 625,640 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Widdifield reported, That 
the Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee 
had directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The House then adjourned at 5.30 a.m. 








Friday, May 26th, 1922. 


PRAYERS } 3.00 O’CrocK, P.M. 


Mr. Mills, from the Standing Committee on Railways, presented their 
Second Report which was read as follows and adopted: 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments: 


Bill (No. 45), An Act respecting The ‘Waterloo Wellington Railway 
Company. 


Bill (No. 75), An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act. 





Mr. Rollo, from the ‘Standing Committee on Labour, presented their 
First Report, which was read as follows and adopted: 
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Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 159), To promote 
the Puble Health by providing for one day of rest in seven for employees 
in certain employments, and have prepared certain amendments thereto. 


The following bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 263), intituled “An Act to authorize the purchase and opera- 
tion of the Toronto Suburban Railway Company by the Hydro-Electric 
Power Commission of Ontario, on behalf of the City of Toronto.” 

Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 


The following Bill was read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 221), To amend the Ontario Game and Fisheries Act. 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 262), To declare 
the Law with respect to Proceeding against the Crown and its Officers and 
concerning the Corporations Tax Act, 1922, having been read. 


Mr. Raney moved, 
That the Bill-be now read the third time. 
Mr. Dewart moved in Amendment, seconded by Mr. Pinard. 


That all the words of the Motion, after the word “That” be omitted, 
and the following substituted: “the Bill be not now read the third time, 
but be forthwith re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House with 
instructions to amend section three by adding thereto after the last word 
“Right” in the last line the following words :— 

“nor shall this section affect any action or proceding against the Crown 
or against any Minister thereof, or against any officer authorized ‘to act upon 
the instructions of any Minister in which any question is raised as to whether 
any or certain legislation is or is not within the Legislative authority of the 
Legislature of the Province of Ontario.” 


And the Amendment, having been put was lost on a division. 
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The Motion for the third reading having been then again proposed, was 
carried on a division, and the Bill was read the third time and passed. 


The Order of the Day for the second Reading of Bill (No. 146), 
Respecting Natural Gas, having been read, Mr. Brackin moved, 


That the Bill be now read the second time, 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 218), To 
amend The Ontario Companies Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 19), Respect- 
ing the Town of Tecumseh, having been read, it was 


Ordered, That the Bill be recommitted to the Standing Committee on 
Private Bills for further consideration and report. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 171), To amend the Separate Schools Act. 

: Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
Bill (No. 192), To amend the Local Improvement Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 

Bill (No. 194), To amend the Assessment Act. 


Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
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Bill (No. 228), To amend the Motor Vehicles Act. 
Referred to a Select Committee to be hereafter named. 
Bill (No. 227), To amend the School Sites Act. 
Referred to the Municipal Committee. 
Bill (No. 72), Respecting the Town of Wallaceburg. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
5.15 p.m. 


His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor entered the Chamber of the 
Legislative Assembly and took his seat upon the Throne. 


Mr. Speaker then addressed His Honour as follows:— 
May rt please Your Honour. 


The Legislative Assembly of the Province having at its present Sittings 
passed certain Bills to which, on behalf and in the name of the said Assembly, 
I respectfully request Your Hogous s Assent. 


The Clerk Assistant then read the Titles of the Acts that had been 
passed as follows :— 


An Act to declare the Law with respect to Proceedings against the 
Crown and its Officers and concerning the Corporations Tax “Act, 1922. 


An Act tocamend the Ontario Game and Fisheries Act. 

An Act to amend the Consolidated Essex Border Utilities Act. 
An Act respecting the Town of Walkerville. 

An Act respecting the Town of Cobourg. 

An Act respecting the City of Windsor. 

An Act respecting the Hospital for Sick Children. 


An Act to amend the Municipal Drainage Act. 


GEORGE V. May 26TH 301 





An Act to amend the Ontario Telephone Act, 1918. 


An Act to incorporate the Ontario Threshermen’s Mutual Fire Insur- 
ance Company. 


To these Acts the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the 
Legislative Assembly in the following words :— 


In His Majesty’s name His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth assent 
to these Acts. 


| : : 
His Honour was then pleased to retire. 


| The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 31), 
Respecting the London Street Railway Company and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; anl Mr. MacVicar reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to, 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 158), To regulate the operation of Public Vehicles and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, 
‘That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for 


leave to sit again. 





Mr. Biggs then moved, 


That the Order be discharged and that the Bill be referred to a Select 
Committee, to be hereafter named, which said Committee shall be empowered 
‘to sit during the Recess and report to the House a its next Session. 








The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 234), 
To amend the Administration of Justice Expenses Act and, after some time 
‘spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 


‘ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
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The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 235), 
To amend the Public Officers Fees Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


Se 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. | 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 241), 
To amend the Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park Act and after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Denyes reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 248), 
The Load of Vehicles Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Denyes reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 





Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having. been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 217), To 
amend the Factory, Shop and Office Building Act having been read, ~ 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that’ the Bill be withdrawn. | 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 100), Respecting the construction and 
operation of Municipal Electric Railways having been read. 

The Debate was resumed. 


And after some time. 


Mr. McNamara: moved, seconded by Mr. MacBride 


That the Bill be not now read a second time but be read a second time 
on this day six months. 


And the Amendment, having been put, was lost. 


The motion for the second reading having been then again submitted, 
was carried and the Bill was read the second time and referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock 
Midnight. 


Saturday, 27th May, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


119 To defray the expenses of the Administration of Justice, 


Sundry Civil and Criminal Justice ...--+--++++:: 496,427 50 
121 To defray the expenses of the Public School Education 1,062,147 60 


132 To defray the expenses of the High Schools and ‘Col- 


Topas Daetitatesig: «cee ee is SBT taAaT’ Made 17,000 00 

136 To defray the expenses of the Provincial and other Uni- 
BM artical, bin Sis. \isiiisleck oka CR Re Se eae es 1,675,780 00 
195 To defray the expenses of the Lands and Forests ..... 417,000 00 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Johnston, (Simcoe) reported, 
That the Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received forthwith. 


fesolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 


Mr. Webster, from the Committee of Supply, reported the following 
Resolutions :— 


116. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and fifty-three 
thousand six hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Civil Government for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


117. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fourteen thousand seven hun- 
dred and forty-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Legislation for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


118. Lesolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand three hundred 
and fifty-eight dollars and sixty-nine cents be granted to His Majesty to de- 
fray the expenses of Administration of Justice, Supreme Court of Ontario, 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


119. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and twenty-six 
thousand four hundred and twenty-seven dollars and fifty cents’ be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Sundry Civil and Criminal Justice 
for the year ending 81st October, 1922. 


120. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirteen thousand three hun- 
dred dollars-be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Administra- 
tion of Justice in Districts for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


121. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One million and sixty-two 
thousand one hundred and forty-seven dollars and sixty cents be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public and Separate School Education 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 3 


122. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eleven thousand dollars be 
granted his Majesty to defray the expenses of Normal and Model Schools, 
Toronto, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


123. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand two hundred and 
seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal and Model Schools, Ottawa, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


See 


oo 
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124. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand four hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Normal School, 
London, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


. 125. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand two hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Normal School, 
Hamilton, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


126. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Mlajesty to defray the expenses of Normal School, 
Stratford, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


127. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twelve thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Normal School, North Bay, 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


128. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eight thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of English-French Training Schools, Ot- 
tawa, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


129. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twelve thousand five hundred 
and sixty dollars, be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Engish- 
French Training School, Sturgeon Falls, for the year ending 31st October, 1922 


130. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two thousand two hundred dol- 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of English-French Train- 
ing School, Vankleek Hill, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


131. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand and fifty dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of English-French Training 
School, Sandwich, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


132, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seventeen thousand dollars be 
eranted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of High Schools and Collegiate 
Institues for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


133. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six hundred and fifty dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Departmental Library and 
Museum for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


134. Resolved, That assum not exceeding Fourteen thousand nine hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public Libraries, 
Art Schools, Historical, Literary and Scientific Societies, for the year ending 
81st October, 1922. 
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135. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and nine thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty dollars and thirty cents be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the expenses of Technical Education for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. 


136. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One million six hundred and 
seventy-five thousand seven hundred and eighty dollars be granted to His Ma- 
jesty to defray the expenses of Provincial and other Universities for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


137. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six thousand seven hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario School 
for the Deaf, Belleville, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


138. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two thousand five hundred and 
five dollars be granted to His Majesty to dbcrae the expenses of Ontario School 
for the Blind, Brantford, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


139. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seventeen thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-two dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
The Northern Academy, Monteith, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


140. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand four hundred and 
thirty-three dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscel- 
laneous Education for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


141. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty thousand eight hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario 
Hospital, Brockville, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


142. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eleven thousand six hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, 
Cobourg, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


143. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ninety-one thousand six hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, 
Hamilton, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


144. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seventy-eight thousand two hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Hos- 
pital, Kingston, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


145. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand nine hundred dollars be granted to tig ‘Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Hospital, London, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


. 
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146. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-one thousand seven hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Eos- 
pital, Mimico, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


147. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-seven thousand three hwn- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Ios- 
pital, Orillia, for the year ending 3ist October, 1922. 


148. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-five thousand two hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario 
Hospital, Penetanguishene, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


149. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-seven thousand one hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario 
Hospital, Toronto, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


150. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty thousand three hundred and 
seventy-five dollars be granted to His ‘Majesty to defray the expenses of Ox.tario 
Hospital, Whitby, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


151. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifteen thousand eight hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, 
Woodstock, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


152. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and sixty-two 
thousand seven hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Reformatory, Guelph, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


153. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-five thousand dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Reformatory, 
Industries, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


154. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eleven thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Andrew Mercer Re- 
formatory for Females for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


155. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-nine thousand seven hun- 
dred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Industrial Farm, Burwash, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


156. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand eight hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Industrial 
Fam Fort William, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


157. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Brick and Tile Plant, 
Mimico, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 
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158. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twelve thousand and three hun- 
dred and eighty three dollars and thirty-two cents be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Public Institutions, Miscellaneous, for the year ending 
81st October, 1922. 


159. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-two thousand three 
hundred and eighty-four dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the ex- 
penses of the Agricultural and Horticultural Societies for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. 


160. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-three thousand eight 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Live Stock 
Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


161. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Institutes for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. 


162. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-four thousand three 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Dairy 
Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


163. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Nineteen thousand seven hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Fruit Branch for 
the year ending 51st October, 1922. 


164. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-five thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Agricultural Representative 
Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


165. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Veterinary College for the 
year ending 31st October, 1922. 


166. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty-five thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous Agri- 
culture for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


167. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-two thousand nine hun- 
dred and ninety-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Agricultural College for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


168. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Five hundred dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Macdonald Institute and Hall for the 
year ending 31st October, 1922. 
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169. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred dol- 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Animal Husbandry 
and Experimental Feeding Department for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


_ 170. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred and 
thirty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Field Ex- 
periments for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


171. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred dolk 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Experimental Dairy 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. : 


172. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand nine hundred and 
seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Poultry 
Department for the year ending 31st October, 1922. ; 


17 3. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Bacteriology for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. | 


174. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred dol- 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Chemistry for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


175. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Entomology for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. 


176. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Manual Train- 
ing for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


177. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-four 
thousand five hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Hospitals and Charities for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


178. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand two hundred 
and ten dollars and fifty-five cents be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Maintenance and Repairs Parliament and Departmental 
Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


179. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three thousand four hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Osgoode Hall 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


180. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three thousand four hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous 
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Maintenance and Repairs of Government Buildings for the year ending 
31st October, 1922. 


181. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding one hundred thousand dol- 
lars be granted to His ‘Majesty to defray the expenses of Parliament and 
Departmental Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


182. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Osgoode Hall for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


183. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and thirty-seven 
thousand five hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Public Institutions, buildings for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. 


184. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and ninety- 
two thousand five hundred and ten dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Educational Buildings for the year ending 81st 
October, 1922. | | 


185. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and seventy 
thousand three hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Agricultural Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


186. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and thirty-three 
thousand one hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of District Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


187. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-six thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous Public Build- 
ings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


188. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six hundred and fifty thousand 
seven hundred and thirty-eight dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Public Works for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


189. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six hundred and twenty-five 
thousand six hundred and forty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Department of Labour for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


190. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six hundred and fifty thon- 
sand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Coloniza- 
tion Roads for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 
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191. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-one thousand six hun- 
dred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Department of Public Highways for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


192. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-six thousand six hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Game and 
Fisheries for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


193. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-two thousand and fifty 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Treasury Depart- 
ment, Miscellaneous for the year ending 81st October, 1922. 


194. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and eight thou- 
sand four hundred and fifty-two dollars and thirteen cents-be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Provincial Secretary’s Department, 
Miscellaneous, for the year ending 31 October, 1922. 


195. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and seventeen 
thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Lands 
and Forests, Outside Service and Surveys for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. 


196. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seventy-nine thousand eight 
hundred and sixty-three dollars and fifty cents be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the expenses of Department of Mines for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. 


i97. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixteen thousand eight hun- 
dred and nine dollars and seventy-three cents be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Refund Account for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. 


198. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty-three thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-six dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Miscellaneous for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


The several Resolutions, having been read the second time were con- 
curred in. 





Mr. Drury delivered to Mr. Speaker a Message from the Lieutenant- 
Governor, signed by himself; and the said Message was read by Mr. Speaker, 


and is as follows :— 
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H. COCKSHUTT, 

The Lieutenant-Governor transmits Further Supplementary Estimates 
of certain sums required for the service of the Province for the year ending 
31st October, 1922, and recommends them to the Legislative Assembly. 

GovERNMENT House, 
Toronto, May 26th, 1922. 

(Sessional Papers, No. 2). 


Ordered, That the Message of the Lieutenant-Governor, together with 
the Estimates accompanying same, be referred to the Committee of Supply. 


The House then adjourned at 12.45 a.m. 





Monday, May 29th, 1922. 


PRAYERS | 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Nixon, from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law, presented 
their Sixth Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bill and beg 
to report the same without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 218), An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 


Your ‘Committee have carefully considered Bills 80, 81, 91, 95, 102, 
116, 155, 190, 201 to amend The Assessment Act and such of their provi- 
sions as have been approved of have been embodied in a Bill intituled “The 
Assessment Act 1922.” 


Mr. McCrea, from the Standing Committee on Legal Bills presented their 
Second Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and have 
prepared certain amendments thereto respectively :— 


Bill (No. 106), To amend The Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 
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and Bill (No. 90), Respecting the Maintenance of Deserted Wives and 
Children. 7 


Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 174), To amend 
The Disqualification Act and report the same without amendment. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 264), intituled “The Assessment Amendment Act, 1922.” 
Mr. Nixon. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 7), Respecting the ‘City of Port Arthur. 


Bill (No. 22), To incorporate a part of the Township of York as the 
Township of North York. 


Bill (No. 248), The Load of Vehicles Act. 





The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 15), Respecting 
the City of Sault Ste. Marie having been read. 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be forthwith 
again referred to a Committee of the Whole, with instructions to amend the 


same. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 
reported, That the Committee had amended the Bill as directed. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time forthwith. 


The Bill was then read the third time, and passed. 





The Order of the Day for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 21), Respect- 
ing the Hamilton Veterans of the Great War, having been called. 
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Mr. Halcrow moved, 


That the Order be discharged and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The point of Order was here raised as to whether a member could move 
to discharge an Order of the Day, standing in his name, if objection was 
taken to the withdrawal of the Order. 


And Mr. Speaker being asked to rule, addressed the House as follows :— 


There is no Rule of the Assembly with regard to the withdrawal of Bills, 
so, as to the right of a member to withdraw a Bill at any stage we are thrown 
back upon the English practice. 


It seems to be clear that with regard to a Public Bill a motion for with- 
drawal must be made and the Bill can only be withdrawn after that motion is 
carried. 


With regard to Private Bills, the English practice is different. See Sir 
Erskine May, 11th Edition, p. 827, from which it appears clear that a Pri- 
vate Bill may be withdrawn by the promoter while it is still in Committee. 
The passage in May is as follows:— 


“Tf parties acquaint the Committee that they do not desire to 
proceed further with the bill, this fact is reported to the House; 
and an order is then made that the bill be withdrawn or, merely, 
that the report do lie upon the table. In 1902, a committee having 
thus reported that the parties did not intend to proceed with their 
bill, notice was given of a motion to recommit the bill; but Mr. 
Speaker ruled that such a motion would be out of order, on the 
ground that a private bill was the property of the promoters and 
that the house could not compel them to proceed with it against their 
wish.” | 


If the Bill is reported to the House it would appear to be in the same 
position as a Public Bill and a motion to discharge the order to have the Bill 
withdrawn would seem to be required. 


The Bill in question is essentially a Private Bill in the strict sense of 
the word, not only because the Rules of the House with regard to Private 
Bills apply to it, but because it is an Act to incorporate a private corporation. 


I do not know of any case in which a Bill of this nature has been pro- 
ceeded with against the wish of the Member promoting it. Where a Bill 
has been amended by the Private Bills Committee so as to be unacceptable 
to the promoters it is for the House to permit the Bill to be withdrawn on 
the motion of the Member who introduced it. 
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There is no precedent for any other Member of the House taking up a 
Private Bull and forcing it through after the Member introducing it has sig- 
nified his intention of not proceeding with it. 


On July 26th, 1905, in the British House, Mr. Caldwell, (M.P. for 
Lanarkshire, Mid.), who was in charge of the business connected with Private 
Bills, moved that the Order be read and discharged and the Bill withdrawn. 


Mr. Macveagh objected. Mr. Speaker: “The Hon. Member cannot object 
to the withdrawal of a Private Bill,” 
(English House Debate. Vol. 150, p. 329.) 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 21), Respecting 
the Hamilton Veterans of the Great War, having been then again read, it 
was on motion of Mr. Halcrow, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 





Mr. Henry asked the following Question: 


1. How many miles of Provincial Highway with permanent surface have 
been completed. 2. Where are the different sections located. 3. What length 
ig each section. 4. What is the cost of each section. 5. What is the type 
of surface used in each section. ‘ 


To which the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied in the 
words and figures following :— 


1. 300.09. 
2.— oat 


3.75 miles 


1. Ottawa Easterly 1 
9. Brockville Westerly 9, 4.0 “miles 
3. Orleans Easterly 3. 10.0 miles 
4, Smiths Falls Northerly 4, 3-0 miles 
5, Belleville to Shannonville 5. 7.2 miles 
6. Napanee Westerly 6. 6.0 miles 
4. Napanee Easterly T 5.15 miles 
8. Kingston Westerly 8. 7.7 miles 
9, Between Deseronto & Marysville, 1 Indian Reserve 9. 1.75 miles 
10. From 2 miles west of Odessa Westerly 105,223 §0 miles 
11. Kingston Easterly 11, 1055). miles 
12. 4. miles 


12. Cornwall Westerly 


13. Oshawa to Trenton 13. 56.4 miles 
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ges ott ei Sree 
14. Between Port Hope & Peterboro 14. 5 miles 
15. Pickering Village & Westerly 15, 4 miles 
16. Town of Whitby 16. 0.5 miles 
17. Town of Bowmanville 17. 0.2 miles 
18. Milles Roches Westerly 18. 2 miles 
19. Arnprior Southerly 19. 6 miles 
20. Between Stittsville & Ashtown 20; {thoy aM le 
21. Johnstown to Manotick 21. 89 miles 
22. Hamilton Westerly 22. 2.8 miles 
23. Grimsby to Winona 23. 4.0 miles 
24. Grimsby Park Road to St. Catharines 24, 12.8 miles 
25. Thamesford Village & Westerly 25. 0.4 miles 
26. Cayuga to Dunneville 26. 16.7 miles 
27. London to Lambeth 27. 6° '' miles 
28. Oldcastle Westerly 26... 2.o7 Nites 
29. Tilbury Village 29. 0.66 miles 
30. Chatham Easterly 30. 0.6 miles 
31. Brantford to Wentworth County Line 31. 7.78 miles 
32. Aldboro Township 32. 10 miles 
33. Guelph Southerly 33. 38.75 miles 
34, Sarnia Easterly 34. 2.4 miles 
85. Top of Dundas Hill Westerly 35. 4.85 miles 
36. Summerville to West of Cooksville 36. 4.9 miles 
37. Stratford Westerly 37. 3.8 miles 
38. Newmarket Northerly 38. 2.5 miles 
39. Between Orillia & Washago 39. 2 miles 
40. Stratford to St. Marys 40.) 8p miles 
41. Shelburne to Orangeville 41. %5 miles 
42. Freelton Northerly 422 is tallies 
43. From 3%4 miles south of Guelph southerly 43, >.” miles 
44. Holmesville Westerly $4. 72. ees 
45. Arthur Westerly 45. 0.6 miles 
46. Arthur 46. 0.4 miles 
47. In Oro Township i: 6 smiles 
4,— 5.— 
1. 203,721 97 1. Bituminous ‘Concrete 
2 LOG Sa) 12 2. Bituminous Penetration 
3. 826,374 44 3 “ z 
4.° 11,139 74 4, “ « 
5. 152,580 39 5. Waterbound Macadam 
6. 161,292 78 6 “ “ 
7. 49,688 15 7 “ “ 
8. 208,473 55 8 « “ 
9. 36,049 79 9 “ « 
10 17,079 62 10 sd 
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4.— 5.— 
11. 482,053 61 11. Waterbound Macadam 
Toso orrou. OL 12, £5 Ms 
13. 576,407 95 13. Gravel Roadway 
14, 95,078 17 14. “ “ 
15. 243,932, 36 15. Bituminous Concrete 
16. 10,568 50 16. ie 4 
17: 31,753°83 17, “ 
18. 20,848 76 18. Gravel Roadway 
19. 32,020 50 19, es “ 
20. 14,202 81 BO ich “ 
21. 718,059) 67 21. Gravel Roadway with cobble foundation 
22 L71257 190 OF 22. Bituminous Concrete 
23. 185,160 24 23. Bituminous Penetration 
24, 437,730 05 94. ‘“ c 
Bo. 10,105: 00 25. Gravel Asphalt 
26. 456,860 96 26. Waterbound Macadam 
Oi. 275.9167 :95 27. ‘Cement Concrete 
28. 118,186 68 RINT epics « 
29. 26,756 83 29. _ iy 
30. 17,545 70 30, 0004 “ 
31. 439,887 53 apapeliney owe « 
32. 85,646 00 32. Gravel Roadway 
33. 100,096 11 33. Cement Concrete 
84, 88.946 92 TRG. 
35. 183,784 29 35. Bituminous Concrete 
36. 253,838 80 36. oh * 
87. 207,906 98 gippane fe a 
38. 43,687 12 Bap uilile < 
BY. 29,582 27 39. Waterbound Macadam 
40. 18,398 82 40. Gravel Roadway 
41, 73.051 91 ae ‘ 
42. 16,162 65 42, ‘f fe 
43. 6,361 80 43, f . 
44, 95,413 84 mderrt ish ‘ 
45. 1,160 49 45, $i 4 
46.. 3,173 68 46, ba bean ahy 
47, 29588 40 47. 4 r 





Mr Henry asked the following Question :— 


1. How many roads have been assisted by the Department of Highways 
under Section 18 of the Highways Improvement Act as amended by Geo. We, 
e. 17, s. 5, ss. 1. Since November 13, 1919. 2. Where are such roads situated. 
8. What is the type and width of each road as assisted by the Government. 
4, What is the tota] amount of government assistance in each case. 
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And the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied in the words and 
figures following :— 


1.—WNine. 

2: 3. 4, 
Napanee Asphaltic Concrete 20’ $21,000.00 
Tilbury Cement Concrete 20’ 6,856.26 
Hawkesbury Macadam Penetration 20’ 16,622.10 
Bowmanville Asphaltice Concrete 20’ 11,481.21 
Brampton Asphaltie Concrete 20’ 13,082.65 
Havelock Gravel 14-16’ 653.44 
Dundas Asphaltic Concrete 20’ 24,000.00 
Dunnville ‘Macadam Penetration 28-24’ 16,249.13 
Burlington Beach Macadam 20’ 6,158.85 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 83), To 
amend the Ontario Highways Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee had 

directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a,Committee to consider Bill (No. 250), 
Respecting Co-operative Credit Societies and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the ‘Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 172), 
To amend the Community Halls Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
‘Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee 
had made some progress and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 220), To 
extend the Right to Vote at Municipal Elections and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 100), 
Respecting Construction and Operation of Municipal Electric Railways and, 
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after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Web- 
ster reported, That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him 
to ask for leave to sit again. 





















Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 229), To amend 
the Mining Act of Ontario having been read, 


Mr. Ferguson moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


_ And so it was declared in the Negative. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the ‘Clock, Mid- 


Tuesday, 30th May, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into a Committee of 


Resolved, That-there be granted to His Majesty for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


(In the Committee. ) 
To defray the expenses of the Agriculture ...-..-.--. 23,462 00 


To defray the expenses of the Parliament and Depart- 


eee slGiNeS | 5... os - s < sas aS es oe 820 00 
To defray the expenses of the Public Buildings ...... 97,643 00 
| | e 

To defray the expenses of the Public Works: Mice. 82,800 00 
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209 To defray the expenses of the Public Institutions .... 50 00 
211 ‘Tio defray the expenses of the Hospitals and ‘Charities .. 145,757 40 


216 To defray the expenses of the Department of Public 
hichways’’.%; caer Geneon en nonin 7,028 00 


217 Game and Fisheries Change in wording in Vote 100 Main Estimates, 
1921-22, 


218 To defray the expenses of the Treasury Department, 
Miscellaneote'y se vik eh sucd be ete are ees 28,530 00 


Mr. ‘Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Com- 
mittee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had directed 
him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Report of the Provincial Municipal Auditor for the year 1921. (Sessional 
Papers No. 8.) 


Also—Report of the Minister of Education, Province of Ontario for 
1921. (Sessional Papers No. 17.) 


Also—Regulations and Orders in Council made since May 14th, 1922, 
under the authority of the Department of Education Act or of the Acts relat- 
mn to Public Schools, Separate Schools or High Schools. (Sessional Papers 

0. 56.) | 


a 
The House then adjourned at 12.50 a.m. 
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Tuesday, May 30th, 1922. 


PRAYERS 8.00.0? @riocx,..P.M. 


Mr. Smith, from the Standing Committee on Printing presented their 
. First Report, which was read as follows :— 


Your Committee recommend that the following publications be purchased 
for distribution to the Members :— } 


One hundred and fifteen copies (115) “Canadian Annual Review” by 
J. Castell Hopkins at ($7.) per copy. 


One hundred and fifteen copies (115) “Canadian Almanac” at ($2.35) 
per copy. 

One hundred and fifteen copies (115) “Parliamentary Guide” by Ernest 
J. Chambers at ($3.) per copy. 


Two hundred and fifty copies (250) “Five Thousand Facts about Canada” 
by Frank Yeigh at (23 cents) per copy. 


Resolved, That this House doth concur in the foregoing Report. 


Mr. Rollo, from the Select Committee to which was referred Bill 
(No. 101), To amend the Steam Boiler Act, presented their Report which 
was read as follows and adopted :— 


The Committee have considered the Bill to them referred and report 
the same with certain suggested amendments. 


A 


The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 265), intituled “An Act to amend the Rural Hydro-Electric 
Distribution Act, 1921.’” Mr. Carmichael. 


Ordered, That’ the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 266), intituled “An Act to amend the Loan and Trust Cor- 
porations Act.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 
J-22-11 
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The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 182), To amend the Sheriffs Act; and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 245), 
Respecting Natural Gas; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee had made 
some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 

Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 219), 
Respecting Works and Measures to relieve Unemployment and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 


reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with 
certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 73), Respecting Magistrates, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the 'Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee had 
directed him'to report the Bill. with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time i 


- Bill (No. 259), To amend the Ontario Public Service Superannuation 
Act, 1920. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


— 
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199 


200 


201 


202 


203 


204 


218A To defray the expenses of the Colonizatio 


205 


Bill (No. 254), To amend the Children’s Protection Act of Ontario. 


Referred to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow. 


On Motion of Mr. Rollo seconded by Mr. Mills 


Ordered, That in order to facilitate the business of the Session, the num- 
ber Eleven at present fixed as the Quorum for the Standing Committee on 
Labour, be changed to Seven. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight i 


Wednesday, 31st May, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 


the following sums :— 


To defray the expenses of the Civil Government .....-. 
To defray the expenses of the Legislation ...-+++++++- 
To defray the expenses of the Administration of Justice 


To defray the expenses of the Public and Separate 
Secale WMiimetion, 6 FAK ya. Ua NUS aL eG oS Rhee elt os 


To defray the expenses of the English-French Profes- 
sional Training Schools ....--+++2sserrerr et 


the Public Libraries, Art 


To defray the expenses of 1es 
land Scientific Societies .. 


Schools, Literary, Historica 


a) LOCHLELE ean 


To defray the expenses of the Technical Education .. 


13,900 00 
100,870 00 


3,100 00 


158,476 00 


1,495 00 


300 00 
100,000 00 


10,000 00 
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207 To defray the expenses of the Ontario School for the 
Doeaty Beller tile Saye acres Seen: ae on akan ie ane eet 4,025 00 


208 To defray the expenses of the Department of Educa- 
tron}: ‘Miscellaneousiiacnehns ak WAR ORO) eRe aon 5,000 00 


215 To defray the expenses of the Department of Labour .. 415,382 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Warren reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Fourteenth Annual Report of the Hydro-Electrie Power Commission of 
the Province of Ontario for year ending October 31st, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers No. 49.) 


Also:—Annual Report of the Department of Public Highways, Ontario, 
1921. (Sessional Papers No. 16.) 


Also:—Return to an Order of the House of 9th February, 1921 That 
there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all letters of instruction 
or other correspondence from the Attorney-General or any of the members 
of the Government, or Officials, addressed to any Police Magistrates or Crown 
Attorneys in the Province of Ontario; and any communications or letters in 
reply thereto relating to the imposition of penalties, or the trial of cases, and 


their dispositon under The Ontario Temperance Act and amendments thereto. 
(Sessional Papers No. 98.) 


The House then adjourned at 2.15 a.m. 
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Wednesday, May 31st, 1922. 


PRAYERS 3.00 O’Crocxk, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Fifteenth Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bills with certain amend- 
ments; 


Bill (No. 11)’ An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 


Bill (No. 23), An Act to incorporate The Ottawa Street Incline Railway 
Company of Hamilton. 


Bill (No. 44), An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 
Your Committee recommend that the fees less the actual cost of print- 


ing be remitted on Bill (No. 5), “An Act respecting Victoria Hospital, Ren- 
frew” on the ground that it is one relating to a Charitable Institution. 


Ordered, That the fees, less the actual cost of printing, be remitted on 
Bill (No. 5), Victoria Hospital, Renfrew. 


Mr. Nixon, from the Standing Committee on Municipal Law, presented 
their Seventh Report which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and beg 
to report the same without amendment :— 


Bill (No. 170), An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 
Bill (No. 230), An Act to amend The Suburban Area Development Act. 
Bill (No. 242), An Act to amend The District Houses of Refuge Act. 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and beg 
to report the same with certain amendments :— 


Bill (No. 192), An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 


Bill (No. 227), An Act to amend The School Sites Act. 
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The following Bills were severally introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 267), intituled “An Act to amend the Venereal Diseases Pre- 
vention Act.” Mr. ‘Rollo. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 268), intituled “An Act to amend the Public Health Act.” 
Mr. Rollo. i | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Resolved, That for the remainder of the Session, Government business 
shall take precedence over all other business. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the following members be appointed a Select Committee 
to inquire into and hear representations from the Municipalities and from 
persons interested in the subject of Town Planning and Housing Legislation’ 
and report upon the same to this House, and that the Committee be empow- 
ered to sit during the Recess:—Messieurs Rollo, Henry, Nixon, Swayze, Cun- 
wngham, Watson, Tisdelle, Thompson, Ramsden, Pinard and Halcrow. 


The following Bill was read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 212), Respecting the Construction of certain works on Lakes 
and Streams in Ontario. 


Mr. Evanturel asked the following Question :— 


Does the Government intend to revise the list of Justices of the Peace 
this year. 


And the Attorney General replied :— 


The Government will consider this matter during the Recess. 
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Mr. Halcrow asked the following Questions :— 


1. How many experts, engineers or professional men have been retained 
or subpeenaed by the Hydro-Electric Investigation Commission. 2. What are 
their names and various vocations. 3. What daily fee or remuneration are 
they respectively to receive. 


To which the Premier replied in the words and figures following :— 


1. Three have been retained; none have been subpenaed. 2. Walter J. 
Francis, Consulting Engineer. Price, Waterhouse & Co» Accountants. F. W. 
Wegenast, Secretary and Legal Advisor to the Commission. 3. Walter J. 
Francis—$2,000. retainer and $125. per day for each day employed on the 
work of the Commission; the $125. per day includes all travelling and other 
expenses. Price, Waterhouse & Co., are represented by Mr. P. Landis, 
Special Auditor, for whose services they receive $50. for each day Mr. Landis 
is engaged on the Commission’s work. Both Mr. Francis and Mr. Landis 
are assisted by members of their respective staffs whose services are paid for 
by the Commission. F. W. Wegenast—$1,000 per month. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 67), 
Respecting Professional Engineers ; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed. to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 82), 
To amend The Disqualification Act; and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 174), 
To amend The Disqualification Act; and .after some time spent therein’ 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report. the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered: That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 175), 
To amend The Highway Improvement Act; and, after some time spent there- 
in the Committee rose. 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 31), Respect- 
ing the London Street Railway Company having been read 


Mr. Brackin moved, 


That the Bill be now read the third time. 
Mr. Stevenson moved in Amendment, seconded by Mr. Nickle, 


That all the words of the Motion, after the word “That” be omitted, and 
the following substituted: “the Bill be now read the third time, but be 
forthwith re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House with instructions 
to amend the same by striking out section 4 and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following “This Act shall not come into effect until three months after 
the date on which it receives the Royal Assent and during this time the Cor- 
poration of the City of London, may submit to the Municipal Electors of the 
City of London the following question :— kK: 


‘Are you in favour of the acquiring by the City of The 
London Street Railway ?”’ 


And if a majority of those voting vote in the affirmative proceedings shall 
be taken forthwith by the Corporation of the City of London for acquiring 
and taking over all the property and assets of The London Street Railway 
Company under the provisions of the existing agreement between the City 
of London and the said Company and sections 1 to 8 of this Act shall not 
come into force and take effect; but in case a majority of those voting vote in 
the negative on the question sections 1 to 3 shall come into force and take 


aot forthwith after the declaration of the result of the vote by the City 
Jerk. 


And the Amendment having been put, was lost on the following division: 


YAS. 
Brown Hall Nixon Stringer 
Buckland Johnston Rollo ~ Tolmie 
Cameron (Simcoe) Ross Warren—24. 
Carmichael Leeson (Glengarry) 
Carty Lewis Ross 
Cunningham McArthur (Oxford) 
Drury Murdoch Slack 
Halerow Nickle Stevenson 
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Nays. 
Allan Fowler Joynt Pinard 
Bowman Fox Lang Ramsden 
Brackin Freeborn Lethbridge Raney 
Casselman Govenlock McAlpine Rankin 
Clarke Gray McCrea Rennie 
Cooper Hall McCreary Sewell 

(Welland) Hay MacVicar Smith 

Crawford Heenan Mageau Swayze 
Denyes Henry Marceau Taylor 
Dewart Hicks Marshall Walker 
Doherty _ Homuth Mewhinney Watson 
Evanturel J ohuson Montgomery Webster 
Fenton (Lanark) Oke Widdifield——50 

Patrs. 

None. 


The original motion for. the third reading having been then again sub- 
mitted, was carried on a division and the Bill was read the third time and 
passed. 





The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 250), 
Respecting Co-operative Credit Societies and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Slack reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
172), To amend the Community Halls Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair ; and Mr. Slack reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time Tomorrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 
101), To amend the Steam Boiler Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Slack reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. . 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 213), 
To amend the Local Improvement Act and after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Slack reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 72), 
Respecting the Town of Wallaceburg and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 


Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to eonsider Bill (No. 259), 
To amend the Ontario Public Service Superannuation Act, 1920 and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar 


reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. — 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration fortkwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 





The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 239), To amend the Ontario Highway Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 49), Respecting the City of Galt. 
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Referred toa Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 126), Respecting the Town of Oshawa. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 45), Respecting the Waterloo, Wellington Railway Company. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight 


Thursday, 1st June, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committtee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


# 


220 To defray the expenses of the Temiskaming and North- 
_ern Ontario Railway Commission ........-..++- .. 2,365,620 01 


219 To defray the expenses of the Hydro-Electrie Power 
Commission of Ontario ....... Beets tiabetaitan a epets 6,866,769 00 


206 To defray the expenses of the Provincial and other 
LV eESILTOSTE cto wm Stereos] dees layed is Qo ARROW Aes BEE IG 510,625 42 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be reveived forthwith. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


Mr. Swayze, from the Committee of Supply reported the following further 
Resolutions :— 
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199. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirteen thousand nine hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Civil Government 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


200. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred thousand eight 
hundred and seventy dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Legislation for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


201. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three thousand one hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Administration of 
Justice for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


202. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and fifty-eight 
thousand four hundred and seventy-six dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
detray the expenses of Public and Separate School Education for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


203. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand four hundred and 
ninety-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Eng- 
lish-French Professional Training Schools for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. 


204. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public Libraries, Art Schools, 
Literary, Historical and Scientific Societies for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. 


¢ 


205 Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Technical Education for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


206. Kesolved, That a sum not exceeding Five hundred and ten thousand 
six hundred and twenty-five dollars and forty-two cents be granted to His 
Majesty to defray the expenses of Provincial and other Universities for the - 
year ending 81st October, 1922. 


207. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand and twenty-five 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario Schoo! 
for Deaf, Belleville, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


28 Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous, Department of Edu- 
cation, for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


209. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty dollars be granted to His 


Majesty to defray the expenses of Public Institutions for the year ending 31st 
October, 1922. , 
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210. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-three thousand four- 
hundred and sixty-two dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Agriculture for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


211. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and forty-five 
thousand seven hundred and fifty-seven dollars and forty cents be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Hospitals and Charities for the year 
ending 31st October, 1922. 


212. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eight hundred and twenty dol- 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Maintenance and 
Repairs of Government Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


213. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ninety-seven thousand six 
hundred and forty-three dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Public Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


214. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-two thousand eight 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public 
Works for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


215. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and fifteen. thou- 
sand three hundred and eighty-two dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Department of Labour for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


216. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand and twenty- 
eight dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Depart- 
ment of Public Highways for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


217. Change of Wording in Vote 100 in Main Estimates 1921-22. 


218. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-eight thousand five 
hundred and thirty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Treasury Department, Miscellaneous, for the year ending 31st October, 
1922. . 


218A. Resolved, That a sum not, exceeding One hundred thousand dol- 
lars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Colonization Roads 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


219. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six millions eight hundred 
and sixty-six thousand seven hundred and sixty-nine dollars be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Hydro-Hlectric Power Commission 
for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


220. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two millions three hundred 
and sixty-five thousand six hundred and twenty dollars and one cent be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Temiskaming and Northern 
Ontario Railway Commission for the year ending 31st October, 1922. 


res 
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The several Resolutions, having been again read, were concurred in. 


Mr. Drury delivered to Mr. Speaker a Message from the Lieutenant- 
Governor, signed by himself; and the said Message was read by Mr. Speaker, 
and is as follows:— 


H. COCKSHUTT. 


The Lieutenant-Governor transmits Estimates of certain sums required 
for the service of the Province for the year ending 31st October, 1923, and 
recommends them to the Legislative Assembly. 


GoveRNMENT House, 
Toronto, June Ist, 1922. 


(Sessional Papers, No. 2.) 


Ordered, That the Message of the Lieutenant-Governor, ‘together with the 
Estimates accompanying same, be referred to the Committee of Supply. 


On Motion of Mr. Drury, Seconded by Mr. Doherty. 


Ordered, That on Friday next there shall be two sittings of the House; 
the first to begin at eleven in the forenoon, Mr. Speaker to leave the chair at 
one of the clock until three without the question being put, and the second 
sitting to begin at three of the clock in the afternoon. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Report of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario. 1921. (Sessconal 
Papers No. 44.) 


Also:—Report of the Ontario Agricultural College and Experimental 
Farm, 1921. (Sessional Papers No. 80.) 
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Also:—Report of the Statistics Branch of the Department of Agriculture, 
1921. (Sessional Papers No. 46.) 


Also:—Report of The Agricultural Societies and of the Convention of the 


Association of Fairs and Exhibitions for 1921. (Sessional Papers No. 42.) 


The House then adjourned at 12.25 a.m. 








Thursday, June 1st, 1922. 


PRAYERS 3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Drury, from the Select Committee to which was referred Bills 
Numbers 118, 119 and 109 Respecting Voters’ Lists and Bill (No. 111), To 
aimend The Election Laws presented their Report, which was read as fol- 
lows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 118), To amend 
The Ontario Voters’ Lists Act and Bill (No. 119), Respecting Voters’ Lists, 
and have embodied the provisions of Bill (No. 118), with Bill (No. RSE 
to which last mentioned Bill they have also made certain other amendments. 


Mr. McCrea, from the Standing Committee on Legal Bills presented 
their Third Report, which was read as follows and adopted :— 


Your Committee have carefully considered the following Bills and have 
prepared certain amendments thereto respectively :— 


Bill (No. 99), To amend the Judicature Act. 
Bill (No. 240), To amend the Jurors’ Act. 


Your Committee have carefully considered Bill (No. 121), To amend 


The Limitations Act, and report the same without amendment. 


——- 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 920), To extend 


the Right to Vote at Municipal Elections, having been read. 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be forthwith 


again referred to a Committee of the Whole, with instructions to amend the 


same. 


/ 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 
reported, That the Committee had amended the Bill as directed. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time forthwith. 


The Bill was then read the third time, and passed. 


The following Bills were severally read i third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 83), To amend The Ontario Highways Act. 

Bill (No. 182), To amend The Sheriffs Act. 

Bill (No. 218), To amend The Local Improvement Act. 


Bill (No. 72), Respecting the Town of Wallaceburg. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the motion 


for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 167), To amend the Toronto and Ham- 


ilton Highway Act, having been read, : 
The Debate was resumed. 
And after some time, the motion for the second reading having been 


again submitted, was carried and the Bill was read the second time and refer- 
red to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 

Bill (No. 225), Respecting the carriage of Liquor on Highways. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 226), To amend The Ontario Temperance Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


| Bill (No, 258), To amend The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 114), 
Respecting Licenses for Billiard and Pool Rooms and Bowling Alleys; and, 
after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 
Watson reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill 
without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 254), 
To amend The Children’s Protection Act of Ontario; and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 222), 
To incorporate The Ontario Co-operative Dairy Products, Limited; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster 


reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with cer- 
tain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


—— 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No, 216), To 
amend The Steam Boiler Act, having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


a eee 


Mr. Dewart asked the following Questions :— 


1. In view of the report in the press that the Attorney General does not 
intend to appeal from Mr. Justice Riddell’s decision upon his application to 
the Court under The Corporations Tax Act, 1922, is it the intention of the 
Attorney General to have a stated case submitted to the Court in which legal 
questions and questions of J urisdiction will be considered ? 
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2. If Not, is it the intention of the Attorney General to take proceedings 
in any other way either for the payment out of Court of the monies deposited 
under Mr. Justice Middleton’s Order or for the testing of legal questions 
and questions of jurisdiction which have been already raised. 


3. Has tthe Attorney Genera] received any opinions upon the legal 
question involved as to the validity of the Corporations Tax Act of 1922, 
or the Declaratory Act, 1922, as first introduced or subsequently amended: in 
addition to the opinions from the Departmental Officers, Edward Bayley, 
K.C., Deputy Attorney General, A. M. Dymond, K.C., Law Clerk, and J. T. 
White, Solicitor to the Treasury, from N. W. Rowell, K. C., or any other 
Counsel. 


4. Will the Attorney General bring down the opinions of the said De- 
partmental Officials and. of any other Counsel upon these matters and lay 
them upon the table of the House without waiting for a motion for a special 
return. 


5. Has the Attorney General any communication or communications 
from any legal or Judical source in regard to either of the said Bills» the 
Corporations Tax Act, 1922, or the Declaratory Act, 1922, either as origin- 
ally introduced or as amended, and has he replied to such communication or 
communications. If so, from whom was such communication or were such 
communications received and were they privileged. If not privileged, will 
this correspondence be brought down’ and laid at once on the table of the 
House with the opinions above referred to. 


6. In view of the failure of the Attorney General to appeal from the 
pro forma order of Mr. Justice Riddell is it the Attorney General’s intention 
to introduce any further remedial order or legislation, dealing with the mat- 
ter of the two bills in question, at the present session ? 


To which the Attorney General replied in the words following :— 


1 & 2. The Government has not formulated any intention with regard to 
the matters referred to in questions 1 & 2. 


3. This question is answered by the answer to question 5. 


_ 4. In view of the likelihood that the questions referred to will be the sub- 
ject of court proceedings, the public interest does not call for the publication of 
these opinions at the present time. 


_ 5. Any communications there may have been of the nature indicated by 
this question are privileged and their publication would be against the public 
interest, and the Government does not feel at liberty to publish the names of 
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the writers. There is a controversy now pending between the Crown and the 
Ontario Jockey Club in which the authority of this Legislature to enact the 
statutes above mentioned is being questioned and it is, therefore, not in the 
public interest that the Crown should be called upon to disclose the advice 
it has received, whether voluntary or otherwise, or the proceedings it has in view 
for maintaining the authority of the Legislature. 


6. The Government has not formulated any intention with regard to the 
matter referred to in this question. Its intentions, so far as the collection from 
the racing associations of taxes under the authority of the Corporations Tax 
Act, 1922, will be sufficiently indicated by the letter written by the Solicitor to 
ne Treasury to the Ontario Jockey Club on the 29th ultimo, a copy of which 

ollows. 


Toronto, May 29th, 1922. 
Gentlemen, 


On behalf of the Treasurer of Ontario payment is hereby demanded, pur- 
suant to the Corporations Tax Act, 1922, of the amount deducted under that 
Act from the money bet or stakes of which the Ontario Jockey Club became 
the custodian in respect to races held at Woodbine Park, Toronto, from the 
20th to 27th of May, 1922 (inclusive), amounting to the sum of Two hundred 
and eighteen thousand dollars ($218,000) more or less, and in default of pay- 
ment forthwith you are hereby notified that you will be required to pay the 
penalty provided for by Clause (c) of subsection 17 of the Corporations Tax 
Act, as enacted by the Corporations Tax Act, 1920, (10-11 Geo. V, Cap. 9), as 
amended by the Corporations Tax Act, 1922, which Clause reads as follows :— 


(c) Every company, association or club opening or continuing a race 
meeting on any day in respect of which the tax hereby imposed 
has not been paid or neglecting or refusing to deduct and pay over 
the tax mentioned in Subsection 16 (a) or neglecting to furnish 
the statement required by Clause (a) or to comply with the re- 
quirements of Clause (}) shall incur a penalty of $1,000 for every 
day during which the default continues, and every director, man- 
ager or secretary of the company, association or club who wilfully 
authorizes or permits such default shall incur a like penalty, but 
such penalty shall be recoverable only by action at the suit of the 
Crown or of a private person suing on his own behalf with the 
written consent of the Attorney-General. 


I am enclosing a copy of the Corporations Tax Act, together with the 
Corporations Tax Act of 1922, which, as you are aware, became effective on 
the 19th day of May, 1922. Your counsel has been furnished with a copy of 
The Declaratory Act, 1922. 
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I desire to supplement the above formal notice by stating that in due 
course an action will be brought to recover the penalties of $1,000 per day as 
above provided, the period of default to commence to-day if payment over to 
the Treasurer of Ontario be not made forthwith. 


Yours very truly, 
(Signed) J. T. White. 


Solicitor to the Treasury. 


The Ontario Jockey Club, Limited, 
Imperial Bank Building, 


Leader Lane, Toronto. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight 


Friday, 2nd June, 1922. 


The Order of the Day for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 261), Re 
specting the Lake of the Woods Control Board, having been read. | 


Mr. Drury moved. 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 
And a Debate having ensued, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be adjourned until the next Sitting of the 
House To-day. 





The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


fesolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


7. To defray the expenses of the Public Works Department 80,250 00 


9. To defray the expenses of the Department of Public 
Highways’ x >vcmsyig evn: woe dae a eae aaa 247,425 00 


GEORGE V. 


JUNE 2ND 


341 


ee a neon asics tren eeeeeeetoneeersiceereeontteot a cele cee eee 


86. 


ate 


88. 


89. 


90. 


ae 


92. 


93. 


94. 


95. 


96. 


97. 


100. 


ae 


12. 


103, 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 


Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, 


To defray the expenses of the Government House 


GS? O.£07 6. '¢ om 


To defray the expenses of the Parliament and Depart- 
mental Buildings 
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To defray the expenses of the Osgoode Hall 


To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous, Maintenance 
and Repairs of Government Buildings 


oe eS eo oe eo eo ww O 


To defray the expenses of the Parliament and Depart- 
mental Buildings 


eeosvsevevevteeevseveeeeereeeeeeeeeteeeesee 
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To defray the expenses of the Osgoode Hall 


%/ 6 >0 “se 4 


To defray the expenses of the Public Institutions 
To defray the expenses of the Educational Buildings .... 
To defray the expenses of the Agricultural Buildings .. 


To defray the expenses of the Districts Buildings 


To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Public 
Malaise SS wn). Seen es seen eee eee een eens 


To defray the expenses of the Public Works 


ee: eee "het Ow er 6 


To defray the expenses of the Department of Publie 
Highways . 


ea rey ea ee Ry Se Me BRO Se Rn Oe ee 


To defray the expenses of the Treasury Department .... 


eve @ @ @ 6 @ a2 oe 04 


To defray the expenses of the Audit Office 


To defray the expenses of the Treasury Department, 
Miscellaneous . 


Peel sig Ss Shel pis euang eee eres She 162, € et ey P eens yas" 


directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


26,800 


857,511 


51,975 


65,000 


100,000. 


7,000 
137,000 
190,250 


5,000 


38,200 


181,000 


161,500 


181,120 
125,200 


53,225 


424,619 


- Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 
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00 


00 


00 


Webster reported, That the 
That the Committee had 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor, 


Report of the Entomological Society of Ontario, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers No. 36.) 


Also—Report of the Women’s Institutes of the Province of Ontario, 1921. 
(Sessional Papers No. 41). 


Also—Report of the Live Stock Branch us the weparimdne of Agriculture 
(Sessional Papers No. 89). 


Also—Report of the Dairymen’s Associations of the Province of Ontario, 
1921. (Sessional Papers No. 38.) 


Also—Report of the Bee-keepers’ Association of the Province of Ontario. 
(Sessional Papers No. 87.) 


Also—Report of the Minister of Agriculture for year ending October 
31st, 1921. (Sessional Papers No. 29.) 


Also—Report of the Vegetable Gioiety Association, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers No. $4.) 


Also —Report of the Horticultural Societies, 1921. (Sessional Papers 
WV G.243,)) 


Also—Report of the Provincial Board of Health of Ontario, 1921. 
(Sessional Papers No. 21.) 


Also—Report Department of Labour for Province of Ontario, 1921. 
(Sessional Papers No. 16.) 


Also—Report for 1921, of The Workmen’s Compensation Board, On- 
tario. (Sessional Papers No. 55.) 


The House then adjourned at 1.55 a.m. 





Sea 








Friday, June 2nd, 1922. 


PRAYERS, | 11.00 O’Croox. A.M. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 269), intituled “An Act to Create the Territorial Provisional 
Judicial District of Cochrane.” Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time on Monday next. 
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On Motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That those Committees of this House, Standing or Select, 
which have not completed the business assigned, or to be assigned to them, 
be empowered to sit and carry on their work concurrently with the Sittings 
of the House. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 50), 
Respecting Filing of Claims against certain Companies or their properties 
and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. 
Swayze reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill 
without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 55), 
To consolidate the Municipal Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 226), 
To amend the Ontario Temperance Act and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments ‘be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 925), 
Respecting the Carriage of Liquor on Highways and, aiter some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That 
the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 
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8.00 O’Crocxk, P.M. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 90), 
Respecting the Maintenance of Deserted Wives and Children and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Warren reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 242), 
To amend the District Houses of Refuge Act, and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Freeborn reported, That the 
Committee had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit 
again. 

Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 236), 
To amend the University Act and, after some time spent therein. Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Freeborn reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 258), 
To amend Workmens’ Compensation Act and, after-some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. Freeborn reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 121), 
To amend the Limitations Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
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Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Freeborn reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time on Monday next. 


The following Bill was read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 177), To amend the Separate Schools Act. 


Referred to the Legal Committee. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 


of Supply. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1922, 
the following sums :— 


14. To defray the expenses of the Department of Agriculture — 119,100 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received Monday. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again Monday next. 


The House then adjourned at 6.00 p.m. 


—_—————— 


== = —<_—<—$—<—<—————————oom" 














Monday, June 5th, 1922. 


3.00 O’CxrocK, P.M. 


PRAYERS. 


On motion of Mr. Drury, seconded by Mr. Grant, 


Ordered, That beginning on Tuesday next, and on each succeeding day 
for the remainder of the session, there shall be two sittings of the House ; the 
first to begin at eleven in the forenoon, Mr. Speaker to leave the chair at one 
of the clock until three without the question being put, and the second sit- 
ting to begin at three of the clock in the afternoon. 
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The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed:— 
Bill (No. 202), To amend the Upper Canada College Act. 

Bill (No. 206), To amend the Constables Act. 

Bill (No. 910), To amend the Provincial Loans Act. R.S.O., Chap. 21. 
Bill (No. 288), To amend the Soldier’s Aid Commission Act. 

Bill (No. 224), To amend the Crown Witnesses Act. 

Bill (No. 284), To amend the Administration of Justice Expenses Act. 
Bill (No. 285), To amend the Public Officers Fees Act. 

Bill (No. 73), Respecting Magistrates. 

Bill (No. 67), Respecting Professional Engineers. 

Bill (No. 250), Respecting Co-operative Credit Societies. 

Bill (No. 82), To amend The Ontario Railway Act. 

Bill (No. 172), To amend the Community Halls Act. 

Bill (No. 101), To amend the Steam Boiler Act. 

Bill (No. 174), To amend the Disqualification Act. 


Bill (No. 114), Respecting Licenses for Billiard and Pool Rooms and 
Bowling Alleys. 


Bill (No. 254), To amend the Children’s Protection Act of Ontario. 


Bill (No. 50), Respecting Filing of Claims against certain Companies 
or their properties. 


Bill (No. 55), To consolidate the Municipal Act. 
Bill (No. 236), To amend the University Act. 


Bill (No. 90), ‘Respecting the Maintenance of Deserted Wives and 
Children. 


Bill (No. 121), To amend the Limitations Act. 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 252), 
To amend the School Laws; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 280), 
To amend the Suburban Area Development Act; and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That 
ihe Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time :— 
_ Bill (No. 255). To amend the Minimum Wage Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow. 





The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


57. To defray the expenses of the Agricultural and Horticul- 


tural Societies ..... eet. OLE NY eo ta ee aes 5 tan 195,850 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had come to a Resolution; also, That the Committee had directed 


him to ask for leave’ to sit again. 
Ordered, That the Report be received To-morrow. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 
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The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the 
Motion for the Second Reading of Bill (No. 261), Respecting the Lake of 
the Woods Control Board, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed. 
And after some time, it was 


Ordered, That the Debate be further adjourned until To-morrow. 


And the House having continued until Twelve of the Clock Midnight. 


Tuesday, June 6th, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


4 


13. To defray the expenses of the Provincial Secretary’s Depart- 
113 0G PRCA ROE MEE AEN AS TG, HU Ooe Sim ant press rau ce Mla fe 255,575 00 


39. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Brockville 295,272 00 
40. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Cobourg 127,600 00 | 
41. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Hamilton 362,865 00 
42. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Kingston 238,505 00 
43. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, London 401,787 00 
44, To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Mimico 239,180 00 
45. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Orillia 251,227 00 


46. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Penetan- 
PUISHONG \oy hh wis My» Fag boos oop RE ee 124,340 00 


47. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Toronto 252,467 00 
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48. 


49. 


50. 


51. 


52. 


6. 


85, 


To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Whitby 
To defray the expenses of the Ontario Hospital, Woodstock 
To defray the expenses of the Ontario Reformatory .... 


To defray the expenses of the Ontario Reformatory Indus- 
tries . 
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To defray the expenses of the Mercer Reformatory, Toronto 


. To defray the expenses of the Mercer Reformatory Indus- 


tries . 
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. To defray the expenses of the Industrial Farm, Burwash 


. To defray the expenses of the Industrial Farm, Fort 


William . 
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To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous, Public 
ee Ee Mn 20515.) MUA cee aTRiaradaegy His A wlan a Ren ete 


. To defray the expenses of the Lieutenant-Governor’s Office 


. To defray the expenses of the Department of the Prime 


Minister and President of the Council .............. 


To defray the expenses of the Hospitals and Charities . 


104. To defray the expenses of the Provincial Secretary’s 


Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, 


Department, Miscellaneous .....--++++eeeeeeeeees 


403,969 
85,106 


278,750 


195,400 


68,750 


10,000 


230,000 


28,820 


63,500 


5,450 


33,250 


. 1,212,450 


7,450 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and, Mr. Swayze reported, That the 


directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The House then adjourned at 12.45 a.m. 


That the Committee had 
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Tuesday, June 6th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 11.00 O’Crocx, A.M. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 247), Respecting Albert College. 


Bill (No. 251), For raising Money on the Credit of the Consolidated 
Revenue Fund. 


Bill (No, 241), To amend the Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park Act. 


Bill (No. 219), Respecting Works and Measures to relieve Unemploy- 
ment. 


Bill (No. 222), To incorporate the Ontario Co-operative Dairy Products, 
Limited. 


Bill (No. 225), Respecting the carriage of Liquor on Highways. 
Bill (No. 258), To amend the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


Bill (No. 280), To amend the Suburban Area Development Act. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


4. To defray the expenses of the Education Department ... 78,075 00 
20. To defray the expenses of the Public and Separate School 
Hidteation ko Gils jag eye rican kha eae ae 4,016,555 00 


21. To defray the expenses of the Normal and Model Schools, 
Lorene’ s Aes ae te Se eae ttt ee eee ee 127,095 00 


22. To defray the expenses of the Normal and Model Schools, 
TLAIA 2. oo,5 Nb ss: oie sate eae ne rete Le ees gse eer 91,660 00 


23. To defray the expenses of the Normal School, London .... 45,140 00 


\ 
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24, To defray the expenses of the Normal School, Hamilton .. 38,570 00 
25. To defray the expenses of the Normal School, Peterborough 38,250 00 
26. To defray the expenses of the Normal School, Stratford .. 38,500 00 
27. To defray the expenses of the Normal School, North Bay 68,950 00 

98. To defray the expenses of the English-French Professional 
Training Schools .......... 6. eee cece eee een 020 00 

29. To defray the expenses of the High Schools and Collegiate 
Py ns isthe TP ae GIN Ras rte Ra ea 228,000 00 

30. To defray the expenses of the Departmental Library and 
I ed telat gon > sak RRR ee 11,500 00 

31. To defray the expenses of the Public Libraries, Art Schools, 
Historical, Literary and Scientific Societies ........ 133,950 00 
32. To defray the expenses of the Technical Education ...... 877,775 00 

33. To defray the expenses of the Superannuated Public and 
High School Teachers ........-s++esee ss eeeeees 60,150 00 

34. To defray the expenses of the Provincial and other 
Uniyersiieeh aicliatndbelan 280k booiinoeat. aban 439,605 00 

35. To defray the expenses of the Ontario School for the Deaf, 
eee Mics ys oso os Sei e He ee Os gem che es lee 143,153 00 

36. To defray the expenses of the Ontario School for the Blind, 
Brantford wasoil: ache ai tq arhrs aiobrateevel wniaalh avee 98,139 00 
37. To defray the expenses of the Northern Academy, Monteith 68,020 00 
38. To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Education .. 40,200 00 

8. To defray the expenses of the Attorney-General’s Depart- 
an Ce eee See ere 189,450 00 
17. To defray the expenses of the Supreme Court of Ontario 105,000 00 

18. To defray the expenses of the sais Civil and Criminal 
UP MD ORE OM RA SPER a AL be bree A ie EO 1,390,520 00 

19. To defray the expenses of the Administration of Justice 
274,795 00 


A Lidkrie ee JR pee nae a tere nes ees 
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102. To defray the expenses of the Attorney General’s Depart- 
ment, Miscellaneons 9e5 sccc sieath cee we erm eeenes ne 50,500 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-morrow. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


3.00 O’Crocx, P.M. 


Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Sixteenth Report which was read as follows and adopted ; 


Your Committee beg to report -the following Bills with certain 
amendments ; | | 


Bill (No. 19), An Act respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 


Bill (No. 89), An Act respecting the Township of York. 


Your Committee recommend that notwithstanding Rule 51 of Your Hon- 
ourable House the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private Bills 
be extended to and inclusive of Friday, the Ninth day of June. 


Your Committee recommend that section 5 of Bill (No. 89), ‘An Act re 
specting the Township of York” be referred to the Select Committee appointed 
to consider Town Planning legislation during the Recess. 


| Ordered, That the time for receiving Reports of Committees on Private 
Bills be extended until and inclusive of Friday, the Ninth day of June instant. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 159), 
To promote the Public Health by Providing for One Day of Rest in Seven for 
Employees in Certain Employments and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 
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Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith, 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 106), 
To amend the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the ‘Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amend- 
ment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 75), "Lo 


amend the Ontario Railway Act, and, after some time spent therein, the Com- 
mittee rose. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 257), 
To amend the Power Commission Act and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had made some progress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the fol- 
lowing Bills :— 


Bill (No. 49), Respecting the City of Galt. 
Bill (No. 126), Respecting the own of Oshawa. 
Bill (No. 45), Respecting the Waterloo Wellington Railway Company. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time 
To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 


Bill (No. 14), Respecting the Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls 
Railway Company. 


; vA 
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Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 11), Respecting the City of Toronto. 
Referred to n Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 23), To incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Railway Com- 
pany of Hamilton. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
Bill (No. 264), The Assessment Amendment Act, 1922. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 263), To authorize the purchase and operation of the Toronto 
Suburban ‘Railway Company by the Hydro-Electric Power Company of 
Ontario on behalf of the City of Toronto. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Bill (No. 265), To amend the Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution Act, 
1921. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for a Return of correspondence Feline to the Rockefeller Foundation Gift 
to Toronto University, having been ae 


The Debate was resumed, 


And after some time, the Motion having been again proposed, was 
carried and it was 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House a Return of copies of 
all documents, agreements, memoranda, correspondence and papers relating 
to the Rockefeller Foundation Gift to Toronto University, between the Minis- 
ter of Education, or any other Minister of the Government, or the President, 
or any other of the University authorities and any person or persons whom- 
soever with reference to the said gift. 


The Order of the Day for the House to resolve itself into a Committee 
to consider Bill (No. 289), To amend the Ontario Highways Act, having 
been read, 





| 
| 
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Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The following Bill was introduced and read the first time:— 


Bill (No. 270), intituled “An Act to further amend the Corporations 
Tax Act.’ Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for resuming the Adjourned Debate on the Motion 
for the second reading Bill (No. 261), Respecting the Lake of the Woods 
Control Board, having been read, 


The Debate was resumed, 


And after some time, the Motion for the second reading having been 
again submitted, was carried on a Division and the Bill was read _ the 
second time and referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 167), 
To amend the Toronto and Hamilton Highway Act, and, after some time 
spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, 
That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee. to consider Bill. 
(No. 242), To amend the District Houses of Refuge Act; and, after some 
time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster re- 
ported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with cer- 
tain amendments. | 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
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The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 260), ‘To 
amend the Motor Vehieles Act, having been read, : 


Mr. Stevenson moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


And so it was declared in the Negative. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the clock mid 
night. 


Wednesday, 7th June, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of Supply. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


6. To defray the expenses of the Mines Department ...... 128,600 00 
10. To defray the expenses of the Game and Fisheries Depart- 

THONt: + - \k iepepegeie cellnvn «¥éiauisibtlabs spe: « eaneanannesienen berate a anes 43,175 00 

107. To defray the expenses of the Department of Mines .... 143,950 00 
111. To defray the expenses of the Refunds—Game and 

Wisheties Set 2, Gears a cutee e scr ieee enone ts ee arer aes 15,000 00 

16. To defray the expenses of the Legislation ........ outeg  Oa0,OLU, OM 


8. To defray the expenses of the Department of Labour .... 361,800 00 
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ry Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the 
--Committee had come to several Resolutions; also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Minister of Education presented to the House. 


A Return to an Order of the House of 25th May, 1922, that there be 
laid before this House, a Return showing (1) What Legislative Grants were 
earned in each of the years 1920 and 1921 by (a) Rural Public Schools, 
(b) Rural Separate Schools, (2) What was the actual amount paid to each 
Rural Public and Separate Schools for the said years. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 96.) 


The House then adjourned at 12 30 a.m. 

















Wednesday, June 7th, 1922. 
PRAYERS. | 11.00 O’Croox, A.M. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 


of Supply. 
(In the Com netiee) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


61. To defray the expenses of the Fruit Branch ........--- 96,500 00 
58. To defray the expenses of the Live Stock Branch ......-- 124,200 00 
59. To defray the expenses of the Institutes ....-+..-----+: 35,800 00 
60. To defray the expenses of the Dairy Branch .....-.++++> 157,300 00 


57. To defray the expenses of the Agricultural and Horticultural 


RGtIGSy afc. esse se wedies es sa ctiaad s xu Mibcaee heh sl 195,850 00 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the 
Committee had come to a Resolution; also, wea the Committee. had directed 
him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report ‘be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


3 00 O’Crock, P.M. 


, Mr. Raney, from the Standing Committee on Private Bills, presented 
their Seventeenth Report which was read as follows and adopted; 


Your Committee beg to report the following Bill without amendment ; 


Bill (No. 231), An Act respecting the Purchase by the County of York 
of the Assets of Certain Companies. 


On Motion of Mr. Biggs, seconded by Mr. Nixon. 


Ordered, That the laws respecting motor vehicles the load of vehicles and 
highway travel be referred to a Special Committee of this House, consisting 
of the following Members: Messieurs Biggs; Freeborn; MacVicar; Johnston, 
(Simcoe); Homuth; Rankin; Henry; Brackin and McLeod ; and that the said 
Special Committee be authorized and instructed to meet during the coming re- 
cess and devote such time as in their judgment may be necessary to the con- 
sideration of all laws respecting motor vehicles, load of vehicles and highway 
travel as may seem to be desirable, and make aac recommendations with refer- 
ence thereto in a report to this House, accompanied by a Bill embodying their 
recommendations, and, if thought advisable, a Bill revising and consolidating 
such law respecting motor vehicles, the load of vehicles and highway travel, 
to be presented at the ensuing Session. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill( No. 170), 
To amend the Separate Schools Act, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 171), 


To amend the Separate Schools ‘Act, and, after some time spent‘ therein the 
Committee rose. 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 141), To amend 
the Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution Act having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time :— 
Bill (No. 267), To amend the Venereal Diseases Prevention Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 

Bill (No. 268), To amend the Public Health Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill( No. 59), To repeal 
the Privy Council Appeals Act having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 207), For 
better prevention of Certain Commercial Agreements having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order ‘be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 





On Motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed on Bill (No. 207), “Hor 
the better Protection of Certain Commercial Agreements” and Bill (No. 209), 
“Respecting the Sale of Securities,” to be composed of the following members: 
Messieurs Doherty, Raney, Nixon, Curry, Murdoch, Casselman, Greenlaw, 
Hay, Sinclair, Hall, Black, Hill and Buckland, such Committee to be author- 
ized to sit during the Recess and report to the House at the next Session thereot. 





The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 261), 
Respecting the Lake of the Woods Control Board and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 
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Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 264), 
The Assessment Amendment Act, 1922 and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 

Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 249), Respecting Water Rights. 


Referred to a Special Committee to be named. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock, 
Midnight 


Thursday, 8th June, 1922. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Supply. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 1923, 
the following sums :— 


620To. defray the expenses of the pene Representatives 
Branchy 2) 6 10.2 OOF. BI, 10, Boe 167,000 00 


63. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Veterinary College 37,060 00 


64. To defray the expenses of the Western Ontario Experi- 
mental: Maram’ tele a eae eae eerie reer re tee 20,000 00 


65. To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous Agriculture 118,950 00 


66. To defray the expenses of the Ontario Agricultural College . 320,080 00 © 
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67. To defray the expenses of the Macdonald Institute and Hall ~ 58,222 00 
68. To defray the expenses» ol/ the Forestry ii. ta bo. kee. 1,000 00 


69. To defray the expenses of the Animal Husbandry, Farm 


and Experimental Feeding Department ........... 37,210 00 
70. To defray the expenses of the Field Experiments ...... 21,910 00 
71. To defray the expenses of the Experimental Dairy Depart- 

The Ee: CINE elk OGRE. MG. BimenS. . tle », 3: 10,600 00 
72. To defray the expenses of the Dairy School .......... 9,350 00 
73. To defray the expenses of the Poultry Department ...... 24,983 00 


74. To defray the expenses of the Horticultural Department 28,000 00 


75. To defray the expenses of the Apicultural Department .. 4,950 00 
16. To defray the expenses of the Bacteriology ...........-. 4,650 00 
77. To defray the expenses of the Botany .....-++++++++>- 3,670 00 
78. To defray the expenses of the Chemistry .....---++++-- 5,970 00 
79. To defray the expenses of the Entomology ....-------- 5,150 00 
80. To defray the expenses of the English ....--.---++-+++: 1,340 00 
81. To defray _ expenses of the Manual Training .....-..- 3,550 00 
82. To defray the expenses of the Physics ...-+++--++++-:: 9,970 00 
83. To defray the expenses of the Farm Economics ....---> 26,075 00 


84. To defray the sean of the Colonization and Immigration 143,100 00 
15. To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous .....----> 31,275 00 
112. To defray the Be onses of the Refunds—Succession Duty 45,000 00 
113. To defray the expenses of the Refunds—Miscellaneous 37,000 00 


114. To defray the expenses of the Miscellaneous ....--.--- 82,500 00 


5. To defray the expenses of the Lands and Forests Depart- 


BO Ry OG ree te ae 222,400 00 
iby ge ee A I aks - 
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99. To defray the expenses of the Colonization Roads ...... 107,300 00 
105. To defray the expenses of the Outside Service and Surveys 1,517,550 00 
106. To defray the expenses of the Parks ...:......:5.006.. 102,000 00 


101. To defray the expenses of the Game and Fisheries .... 246,600 00 


108. To defray the expenses of the Refunds—Education .... 1,500 00 

109. To defray the expenses of the Refunds—Lands and | 
(Poreats Thais ti: eR ay ey akan bats Sik ajest aliens TE ih gas bere 25,000 00 

110. To defray the expenses of the Refunds—Mines ........ 2,500 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions, also, That the Committee had 
directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Ordered, That the Report be received To-day. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of the Secretary and Registrar of the Province of Ontario for 
the year ending October dist, 1921. (Sessconal Papers, No. 19.) 


The House then adjourned at. 12.35 a.m. 





Thursday, June 8th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 11.00 O’Crocx, A.M. 


The following Bill was read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 270), To further amend the Corporation Tax Act. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House at the next Sitting of 
the House To-day, | 
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The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of Supply. 


Resolved, That there be granted to His Majesty, for the services of 
1923, the following sums :— 


(In the Committee. ) 


115. To defray the expenses of the Hydro-Electrie Power 
eerie, CIMLALIO ss. 4565's oy els © 40's +) eneigid'e sms $6,379,000 00 


98. To defray the expenses of the Department of Labour 2,075,515 00 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster reported, That the 
Committee had come to several Resolutions. 


Ordered, That the Report be received forthwith. 


Mr. Webster reported the following further Resolutions from the Com- 
mittee of Supply :— 7 


1. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Lieutenant- 
Governor’s Office for the year ending 31st October, 1923. © 


9. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-three thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Department of the Prime Minister and President of the Council for the year 
ending 31st October, 1923. | a. Aa 


3, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and eighty-nine 
thousand four hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Attorney-General’s Department for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. | 


4, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seventy-eight thousand and 
seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Edu- 
eation Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923. | 


5. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and twenty-two 
thousand four hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray. the 
expenses of Lands and Forest Department for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. | 


6. at That a sum. not exceeding One hundred and twenty-eight 
thousand six hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Mines Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923: | 
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7. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty thousand two hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public 
Works Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


8. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and sixty-one 
thousand eight hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Department of Labour for the year ending 31st October, 1923, 


9. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and forty-seven 
thousand four hundred and twenty-five dollars be granted to His Majesty 


to defray the expenses of Department of Public Highways for the year 
ending 31st October, 1928. 


10. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty-three thousand one hundred 
and seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Game and Fisheries Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


11. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-five 
thousand two hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Treasury Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


12. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-three thousand two hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Audit Office for the year ending 31st October, 1923 


13. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and fifty-five 
thousand five hundred and seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to 


defray the expenses of Provincial Secretary’s Department for the year ending 
31st October, 1928. 


14, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and nineteen 
thousand one hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Department of Agriculture for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


15. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-one thousand two hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Miscellaneous for the year ending the 31st October, 1923. 


16. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and thirty 
thousand six hundred ‘and ten dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Legislation for the year ending 31st October, 1928. 


17. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and five thousand 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Supreme Court 
of Ontario for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


18. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One million three hundred and 
ninety thousand five hundred and twenty dollars be granted to His Majesty 


to defray the expenses of ‘Sundry Civil and Criminal Justice for the year 
ending 319¢ October, 1923. 
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19. Kesolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and seventy-four 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five dollars be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the expenses of Administration of Justice in Districts for the yea 
ending 81st October, 1923. | 


20. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four million and sixteen thou- 
sand five hundred and fifty-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 


the expenses of Public and ‘Separate School Education for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. | 


21. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-seven 
thousand and ninety-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Normal and Model Schools, Toronto for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 


22. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ninety-one thousand six hun- 
dred and sixty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal and Model Schools, Ottawa for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


23. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty-five thousand one hun- 
dred and forty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal School, London for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


24. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-eight thousand five hun- 
dred and seventy dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal School, Hamilton for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


25. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-eight thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal School, Peterborough for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


26. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-eight thousand five hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Normal 
School, Stratford for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


27. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-eight thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Normal School, North Bay for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


28. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-seven thousand and 
twenty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of English- 
French Professional Training Schools, for the year ending 31st October, 19238. 


29. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and twenty-eight 
thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of High 
Schools and Collegiate Institutes for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 
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30. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eleven thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Departmental 
Library and Museum for the year ending 31st October, 1923. : 


31. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and thirty-three 
thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Public Libraries, Art Schools, Historical, Literary and Scien- 
tific Societies for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


32. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eight hundred and eighty- 
seven thousand seven hundred and seventy-five dollars be granted to His 


Majesty to defray the expenses of Technical Education for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


83. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty thousand one hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Super- 
annuated Public and High School Teachers for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. 


34. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and thirty-nine 
thousand six hundred and five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Provincial and other Universities for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 


35. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and forty-three 
thousand one hundred and fifty-three dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Ontario School for the Deaf, Belleville, for the year 
ending 31st October, 1923. 


36. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ninety-eight thousand one 
hundred and thirty-nine dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Ontario School for the Blind, Brantford, for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


37. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-eight thousand and 
twenty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Northern 
Academy, Monteith, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


38. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty thousand two hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous 
Education for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


39. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and ninety-five 
thousand two hundred and seventy-two dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Brockville, for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


40. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-seven 
thousand six hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Hospital, Cobourg, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 





¢ 
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41. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and sixty-two 
thousand eight hundred and sixty-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Hamilton, for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 


42. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand five hundred and five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Kingston, for the year ending 31st October, 
1925. 


43. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and one thousand 
seven hundred and eighty-seven dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Ontario Hospital, London, for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. | 


44. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and thirty-nine 

- thousand one hundred and eighty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 

the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Mimico, for the year ending 31st October, 
1925. 


45. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and fifty-one 
thousand two hundred and twenty-seven dollars be granted to His Majesty 
to defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Orillia, for the year ending 31st 

- October, 1923. 


46. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-four 
thousand three hundred and forty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Penetanguishene, for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


47. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and fifty-two 
_ thousand four hundred and sixty-seven dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
_ defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Toronto, for the year ending 31st 
_ October, 1923 










48. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and _ three 
thousand nine hundred and sixty-nine dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Ontario Hospital, Whitby, for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923 


49. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-five thousand one 
hundred and six dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Hospital, Woodstock, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


50 Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and seventy-eight 
ousand seven hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the exenses of Ontario Reformatory for the year ending 31st October, 


1923 
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51. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and ninety-five 
thousand four hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the ex- 
penses of Ontario Reformatory Industries for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. | 


52. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-eight thousand seven 
hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Mercer Reformatory, Toronto, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


53. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Mercer Reformatory In- 
dustries for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


54. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and thirty thou- 
sand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray expenses of Industrial 
Farm, Burwash, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


55. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-eight thousand eight 
hundred and twenty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Industrial Farm, Fort William, for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


56. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-three thousand five 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Mis- 
cellaneous Public Institutions for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


57. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and ninety-five 
thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Agricultural and Horticultural Societies for the year ending 


81st October, 1923 


58. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and twenty-four 
thousand two hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the ex- 
penses of Live Stock Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


59, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-five thousand eight 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of In- 
stitutes for the year ending 31st October, 1923. ° 


60. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and fifty-seven _ 
thousand ‘three hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the ex- 
penses of Dairy Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


61. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ninety-six thousand five 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Fruit 
Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


62. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and sixty-seven 
thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Agri- 
cultural Representative Branch for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 
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63. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-seven thousand and sixty 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Ontario 
Veterinary College for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


64. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Western Ontario Experi- 
mental Farm for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


a 


65. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and eighteen 
thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Miscellaneous Agriculture for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. 


66. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and twenty 
thousand and eighty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Ontario Agricultural College for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


67. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-eight thousand two 
hundred and twenty-two dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Macdonald Institute and Hall for the year ending 31st October, 
1923, 


68. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Foresty for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 


69. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty seven thousand two 
hundred and ten dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Animal Husbandry, Farm and Experimental Feeding Department for the 
year ending 31st October, 1923. 


"0. Resolved, That a sum _ not exceeding Twenty-one thousand nine 
hundred and ten dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Field Experiments for the year ending 3Ist October, 1928. 


"1. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Ten thousand six hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Experimental 
Dairy Department for the pear ending 31st October, 1923. 


72. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Nine thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Dairy 
School for the year ending 31st October, 1928. 


73. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-four thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-three dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Poultry Department for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 
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74, Hesolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-eight thousand dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Horticultural Depart- 
ment for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


75. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand nine hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Apiculture for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


76. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Four thousand six hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Bacteriology 
for the year ending 31st October, 1928. 


77. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three thousand six hundred and 
seventy dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Botany 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


78. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand nine hundred and 
seventy dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Chemistry 
for the year ending 31st October, 1993, 


79. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand one hundred and 
fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Entomology 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


80. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand three hundred 
and forty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of English 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


81. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Three thousand five hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Manual 
Training for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


82. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Nine thousand nine hundred 
and seventy dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Physics for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


83. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-six thousand and 
seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Farm 
Economics for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


84. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and forty-three 
thousand one hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Colonization and Immigration for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


85. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One million two hundred and 
twelve thousand four hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Hospitals and Charities for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 
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86. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-six thousand eight 
hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Govern- 
ment House for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


87. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Three hundred and fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred and eleven dollars and thirty-five cents be granted to 
His Majesty to defray the expenses of Parliament and Departmental Build- 
ing for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


88. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty-one thousand nine hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses 
of Osgoode Hall for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


89. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Sixty-five thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous, Mainten- 


ance and Repairs of Government Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 
1923. 


90. Kesolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred thousand dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Parliament and Depart- 
mental Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


91. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand dollars be granted 


to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Osgoode Hall for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


92. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and thirty-seven 
thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Public 
Institutions for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


93. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and ninety thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expenses of Educational Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


94, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Five thousand dollars be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Agriculture Buildings for the year 
ending 31st October, 1923. 


| 95. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-eight thousand two hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of District 
Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


96. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and eighty-one 
thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscel- 
laneous Public Buildings for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


97. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and sixty-one thou- 
sand five hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Public Works for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 
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98. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two million and seventy-five 
thousand five hundred and fifteen dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Department of Labour for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


99. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and seven thousand 
three hundred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of 
Colonization Roads for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


100. Kesolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and eighty-one 
thousand one hundred and twenty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Department of Public Highways for the year ending 31st 
October, 1923. 


101. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two hundred and forty-six 
thousand six hundred dollars be granted to His Maj esty to defray the expenses 
of Game and Fisheries for the year ending 31st October, 1923, 


102. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifty thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Attorney General’s 
Department, Miscellaneous for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


103. fesolved, That a sum not exceeding Four hundred and twenty-four 
thousand six hundred and nineteen dollars be granted to His Majesty to 
defray the expenses of Treasury Department, Miscellaneous for the year end- 
ing 31st October, 1923. 


104, Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Seven thousand four hundred 
and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Pro- 
vincial Secretary’s Department, Miscellaneous for the year ending 31st Octo- 
ber, 1923. 


105. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One million five hundred and 
seventeen thousand five hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to 


defray the expenses of Outside Service and Surveys for the year ending 31st - 


October, 1923. 


106. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and two thou- 
sand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Parks for the 
year ending 31st October, 1923. 


107. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding One hundred and forty-three. 
thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the expenses of Department of Mines for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


108. Fesolved, That a sum not exceeding One thousand five hundred’ 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Educa- 
tion for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


GEORGE V. . JUNE 8TH 373 
ee) 


109. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Twenty-five thousand dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Lands and 
Forests for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


110. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Two thousand five hundred 
dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Mines 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


° 


111. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Fifteen thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Game and Fish- 
eries for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


112. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Forty-five thousand dollars be 
granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Succession Duty 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


_ 1138. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Thirty-seven thousand dollars 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Refunds—Miscellaneous 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


114. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Eighty-two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the expenses of Miscellaneous 
for the year ending 31st October, 1923. 


115. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding Six million three hundred and 
seventy-nine thousand dollars be granted to His Majesty to defray the ex- 
penses of Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario for the year ending 
31st October, 1923. 


The several Resolutions having been read the second time were concurred 
in. 


The House, according to Order, again resolved itself into the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That there be granted out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of 
this Province a sum not exceeding Fifty-three millions three hundred and 
eighty-three thousand six hundred and sixty-four dollars and fifty cents to 

meet the Supply to that extent granted to His Majesty. 
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Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had come to a Resolution. 


Ordered, That the Report be received forthwith. 


Mr. Watson, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a Resolu- 
tion which was read as follows:— 


Resolved, That there be granted out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund 
of this Province a sum not exceeding Fifty-three millions three hundred 
and eighty-three thousand six hundred and sixty-four dollars and fifty cents — 
to meet the Supply to that extent granted to His Majesty. 


The Resolution, having been read the second time, was agreed to. 


The following Bill was then introduced and read the first time :— 


Bill (No. 271), intituled “An Act for granting to His Majesty certain 
sums of money to defray the expenses of Civil Government for the year 
ending 81st October, One thousand nine hundred and twenty-two, and for 
the year ending 31st day of October, One thousand nine hundred and twenty- 
three, and for other purposes therein mentioned.” Mr. Smith. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the second time forthwith. 
The Bill was then read a second time. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a third time forthwith. 


The Bill was then read the third time and passed. 


3 00 O’CLocx, P.M. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 257), 
To amend the Power Commission Act; and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


_ Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No, 265), To amend the Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution Act; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and. Mr. Homuth 
reported, That the Committee had made some progress, and directed him 
to ask for leave to sit again. | 
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Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 119), 


Respecting Voters’ Lists; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 


resumed the Chair; and Mr. Homuth reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 263), 


_ To authorize the purchase and operation of the Toronto Suburban Railway 


Company by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario on behalf of the 
City of Toronto; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. ‘Speaker resumed 
the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, That the Committee had directed him 


- to report the Bill without any amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 255), 
To amend The Minimum Wage Act; and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, That the Com- 


“mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 267 ie 


“To amend the Venereal Diseases Prevention Act; and, after some time spent 


therein; Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 268), 


i : | 1 p herein, Mr. 
To amend the Public Health Act; and, after some time spent t * 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, That the Committee 


had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 
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Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 192), 


To amend the Local Improvement Act; and, after some time spent therein, 


Mr, 


Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Com- 


mittee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 227), 


To amend the School Sites Act; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Committee 
had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 240), 


To amend the Jurors’ Act; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the Committee had 
directed him to report the Bill without any amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 266), To amend the Loan and Trust Corporations Act. 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 


Bill (No. 269), To create the Territorial Provisional Judicial District 


of Cochrane. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 


GEORGE V. JUNE 8TH S77 





Mr. McCrea asked the following Question :— 


1. What amount was paid during the fiscal year ending October 31st, 
1921, by Edward Backus on account of: (1) English River Limit. (2) Lake 
of the Woods Limit. For (a) Ground Rent. (b) Fire Protection charge. 


To which the Minister of Lands and Forests replied :— 


1. (1) (a) No ground Rent payable. (b) Nothing. (2) (a) No 
ground Rent payable. (b) Nothing. 


Mr. McCrea asked the following Question :— 


What amount of money has been paid to the Hydro-Electric Power Com- 
mission for development purposes since November 13th, 1919. 


And Mr. Carmichael, Minister, without Portfolio, replied as follows :— 


Total advances for all purposes, exclusive of the amount of $512,068.86 
paid for Provincial purposes, $62,813,788.75. 


Mr. Hill asked the following Question :— 


(1) What was the liquor stock on hand, ordered or en route, by Govern- 
ment Dispensaries when the present Government came into power. (2) What 
additional stock was received or ordered to date and is now en route since 
this Government came into power. (3) What is the amount of Wine, Spirits 
and Beer issued to date, (a) To doctors. (6) To druggists. (c) To any other 
source. 


To which the Attorney General replied in the words and figures fol- 
' lowing :— 


1. On the first of December 1919 there was the following liquor: 
On Hand—51,648 gals. Value $360,121.66 
On Order—25,730 “ > 229,417.90 
En Route—Nil. 


9. Since the 1st December 1919 the following liquor has been received 


753,819 gals. Value —-$6,025,208.90 
Is on Order 33,390 “ : 340,535.00 
Ts en Route Gia 910,00 


378 JUNE 8TH . 1922 


3. Prior to the 1st of February 1920 no reliable record was kept but 
since that date the following amount of wines, spirits and beer has 
been issued: 


Doctors 44,993 — gals. 
Druggists 70,4048, “ 
Dentists 6,74734 “ 
Veterinary Surgeons LOI OoA we 
Permits and Affidavits Bes Bis a ie 
Churches OT 88h tat! 
Hospitals 12,0989", 
Government Purchases 14434, “ 
Publie : 446,20534 “ 
Total 604,55114 Gals 


Mr. Hay asked the following Question :— 


Has the Honourable, the Provincial Treasurer, or any other Department 
of the Government entered into an arrangement to guarantee public savings © 
in conjunction with any Life Insurance plan, or is any such scheme contem-. 
plated. 


And the Provincial Treasurer replied, 


The subject is under consideration. 


Mr. Pinard asked the following Question :— 


Is Mr. Cleland, late Manager of the Dispensary still acting in an ad- | 
visory capacity to the License Commission. If so, what is his compensation. 


And the Attorney-General replied in the negative. 


On motion of Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. McCrea. — 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all 
papers, documents, correspondence, cablegrams, reports and memoranda be- 
tween any person or persons, companies or corporations and any member of 
the Government in reference to the repurchase or refunding of the loan or 
loans in connection with which A. H. Pepall was sent to England by the 
Government in 1920, 


4 


te 
al 
a 
it : 
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Dm 
On motion of Mr. Price, seconded by Mr. Ferguson. 


Ordered, That there be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all 
correspondence between tthe Crown Attorney of Essex County, Inspector 
Nousseau of Hssex County and the Attorney-General, the License Board or 
any Member of the Government during the period September 1st, 1920, to 


January 31st, 1921. Also, copies of the affidavits made by Chas. Savard, 


Cecil Smith, Basil Banon, W. Bulmer and other parties in connection with 
O.T.A. matters. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, to consider the following 


iil :— 


Bill (No. 14), Respecting the Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Rail- 


way Company. 


Doherty, Ferguson, Dewart 


~ 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Swayze reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill with Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 





On motion of Mr. Grant, seconded by Mr. Raney. 


Ordered, That a committee of this House, composed of Messrs. Drury, 
, McCrea, Marshall, Watson, Swayze and Greenlaw 
be and is hereby appointed to enquire into and report to this House in regard 
to any matters concerning the organization and administration of the Unt 
versity of Toronto, including its relation with Federated Colleges and with 
the Toronto General Hospital and to make any recommendations which the 
committee desire in the public’s interest. That this committee have power 
to send for persons and papers and to examine witnesses under oath, 


On motion of Mr, Raney, seconded by Mr. Drury. 


Ordered, That a Committee of the House composed of Messrs. Watson, 
Tooms, Cridland, Clarke, Price, Raney and Lang be appointed to make 
survey during the recess of the hotel accommodation of the Province ye 1 
especial reference to the needs of commercial men and of the alee ie : 
and as to the provisions, if any, which should be made by the Wibe Ree 
by the municipalities looking towards the betterment of hotel accommoda ae 
and with power to sit during the recess and to appoint a secretary an 


report to the Legislature. 


, 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 266), 
To amend the Loan and Trust Corporations Act and, after some time spent 
therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 269), 
To create the Territorial Provisional Judicial District of Cochrane and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 
reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendments. : 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 270), 
To further amend the Corporations Tax Act and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Com- 
mittee had directed him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 

The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow, 

The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bili 
(No. 100), Respecting the Construction and operation of Municipal Elec- 
tric Railways, and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the 


Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee had directed him to 
report the Bill with certain amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill. 


(No. 265), To amend the Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution Act, and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 
reported, That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 
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The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 245), Respecting Natural Gas, and, after some time spent therein, 
Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Sandy reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 


The Amendnients, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the- Bill be read the third time To-morrow. 


And the House having continued to sit until Twelve of the Clock 
Midnight. 


Friday, 9th June, 1922. 
The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 


Bill (No. 223), To amend the Coroner’s Act. 


Bill (No. 259), To amend the Ontario Public Service Superannuation 
Act. : 


Bill (No. 252), To amend the School Laws. 


Bill (No. 159), To promote the Public Health by Providing for One 
Day of Rest in Seven for Employees in certain employments. 


Bill (No. 106), To amend the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act. 
Bill (No. 242), To amend the District Houses of Refuge Act. 

Bill (No. 49), Respecting the City of Galt. 

Bill (No. 126), Respecting the Town of Oshawa. 

Bill (No. 45), Respecting the Waterloo Wellington Railway Company. 
Bill (No. 264), The Assessment Amendment Act, 1922. 


Bill (No. 170), To amend the Separate Schools Act. 


_ 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 261), Respecting 
The Lake of the Woods Control Board having been read, 
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Mr. Drury moved, 
That the Bill be now read the third time. 
My. Dewart moved in amendment, seconded by Mr. Marcean, 


That all the words of the Motion, after the word “That” be omitted, 
and the following substituted: “‘the Bill be not now read the third time, but 
be forthwith re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House with in- 
structions to amend the same as follows:— 


1. By amending section 8, subsection (c) by adding after the end of the 
said subsection (c) the following words :— 

“Subject to the approval of the Governor-General in Council and the 
Lieutenant-Governor in Council.” 


2. By amending section 8, subsection (d) by adding after the word 
“Board” at the end of the fifth line the following words: “and subject to the 
same approval.” 


3. By amending section 10, by adding after the last word “Act” in the 
sixth line the following words: “but nothing herein contained shall entitle 
the Chairman of the Board to a casting vote, and in case of an equal division 
of opinion on the Board, the matter in question shall be dealt with as the 
Governor-General in Council and the Lieutenant-Governor in Council may 

. 9) 
agree. 


And the Amendment, having been put, was lost on a division. 


The Motion for the third reading having been then again proposed 
was carried. And the Bill was read the third time and passed. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 12), Respect- 
ing the City Gas Company of London, having been read, 


Objection was taken to the second reading on the grounds that the Bill 
had been called before and defeated by a Standing Vote. 


Mr. Speaker being asked to rule, said That the Motion was inadvertently 
made in the absence of the promoter and under the circumstances he thought 
it was only just to consent to the request of a majority of the House that tho 
Bill be restored to the Order Paper which was accordingly done. 





Mr. McCrea then moved. 
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That the Bill be read the second time. 


And the Motion, having been put, was carried upon a Standing Vote 
and the Bill was eit read the second time and referred foatliwith to a 
Committee of the Whole. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee, and after 


some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson 
reported, | 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill without any 
amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 99), 
To amend the Judicature Act, and after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker 
resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, 


That the Committee had directed him to report the Bill with certain 
amendments. 


Ordered, That the Amendments be taken into consideration forthwith. 
The Amendments, having been read the second time, were agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


The following Bills were then severally read the third time and passed :—: 
Bill (No. 12), Respecting the City Gas Company of London. 


Bill (No. 99), To amend the Judicature Act. 


The Provincial Secretary presented to the House, by command of His 
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor :— 


Report of Game and Fisheries Department, 1921. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 14.) 


Also—Report of Agricultural Development See: 1921. (Sessional 
‘Papers, No. 97.) 
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Also—Report of the Board of License Commissioners for Ontario, 1921. 
(Sessional Papers, No. 28.) | 


Also—Report of the Inspector of Prisons and Public Charities upon the 
Prisons and Reformatories of the Province of Ontario, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 26.) 


Also—Report of Inspectors of Prisons and Public Charities upon The 
Ontario Hospitals for Insane, Feeble-minded and Epileptic, 1921. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 22.) 


Also—Report of Superintendent of Neglected and Dependent Children 
of Ontario, 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 27.) 


- Also—Report of Inspector of Prisons and Public Charities upon Hospi- 
tals and Charitable Institution of Ontario, 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 25.) 


Also—Report of the Registrar-General, relating to registration of Births, 
Marriages and Deaths of Ontario for 1921. (Sesstonal Papers, No. 20.) 


Also—Copies of Order-in-Council designating, pursuant to section 14 
of the Hospitals and Charitable Institutions Act, Hospitals, Refuges, Orphan- 
ages and Infants’ Homes to which aid may be granted (Sessional Papers, 


No. 98.) 


Also—Report of Minister of Lands and Forests of the Province of 
Ontario, 1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 3.) 


The House then adjourned at 12.55 a.m. 


Caneel eS 


—— oo 





Friday, June 9th, 1922. 


PRAYERS. 11.00 O’Crocx, A.M. 


Mr. Watson from the Standing Committee on Public Accounts presented 
their Report which was read.—(Appendix No. 2.) 


Mr Smith from the Standing Committee on Printing presented their 
Second Report, which was read as follows:— 


Your Committee recommend that the following publications be pur- 
chased for distribution to.the Members :— 
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with Report on Hospitals for Tdiotie and Epileptic. 


One Hundred and fifteen copies (115) Second Volume of the 
History of the County. of Brant” by F. Douglas Reville, at 
$3.50 per copy. 


S1x_ sets (6) of Bulletins published by the Citizen’s Research 
Institute of Canada; these sets to be bound and kept by the King’s 
Printer and be at the disposal of the Members. 


Five thousand copies (5,000) Short Supplement to Bureau of 
Archives Report. 


Your Committee recommend that the following Documents be printed :— 


The Publie Accounts. (Sessional Papers, No. 1.) 

The Estimates. (Sessional Papers, No. 2.) 

Report of the Department of Lands and Forests. (Sessional Papers, 
: \ 

Report of the Bureau of Mines. (Sessional Papers, No. 4.) 

Report of the Inspector of Division Courts. (Sessional Papers, No. 5.) 
Report of the Inspector of Legal Offices. (Sessional Papers, No. 6.) 
Report of Inspector of Registry Offices. (Sessional Papers No. 7.) 
Report of Municipal Auditors. (Sessional Papers, N04 83) 

Report of Queen Victoria Park Commission. (Sessional Papers No. 9.) 


Report of Inspector of Insurance. (Sessional Papers, No. 10.) 
gtd.) 


= 
a 


Report of Registrar of Friendly Societies. (Sessional Papers, 
Report of Registrar of Loan Corporations, (Sessional Papers, No. 12.) 
Report of Department of Public Works. (Sessional Papers, No. 13.) 
Report of Fish and Game Commission, (Sessional Papers, No. 14.) 
Report on Highway Improvement. (Sessional Papers, No. 15.) 
Report of Bureau of Labour. (Sessional Papers, No. 16.) 

Report of Department ot Education. (Sessional Papers, No. ETS) 
Report of University of Toronto. (Sessional Papers, No. 18.) 
Report of Secretary and Registrar. (Sessional Papers, No. 19.) 
Report of Registrar General. (Sessional Papers, No. 20.) 

Report of Board of Health. (Sessional Papers, No. 27.) 


(Sessional Papers, No. 22.) combined 


Report on Hospitals for Insane. : 
(Sessional Papers, 


J -22-15 
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teport of Commission on Hydro Railways. (Sessional Papers, No. 24.) 
Report on Hospitals and Charities. (Sessional Papers, No. 25.) 
teport on Prisons and Reformatories. (Sessional Papers, No. 26.) 


Report on Neglected and Dependent Children. (Sessional Papers, 


Nor 27) 


Report on the Operation of the Ontario Temperance Act. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 28.) 


Report of Department of Agriculture. (Sessional Papers, No. 29.) 


— oes ee le ea 


Report of Agricultural College. (Sessional Papers, No. 30.) 


OS SS ee ee eee 


Report of Experimental Union. (Sessional Papers. No. 32.) 
teport of Vegetable Growers’ Association. (Sessional Papers, No. Cam | 
Report of Entomological Society. (Sessional Papers, No. 56.) | 
Report of Bee Keepers’ Association. (Sesstonal Papers, No. 37.) | 
Report of Dairymen’s Association. (Sessional Papers, No. 38.) | 
Report of Live Stock Branch. (Sessional Papers, No. 39.) | 
Report re Housing. (Sessional Papers, No. 40.) | 
Report of Women’s Institutes. (Sessional Papers, No. 41.) 
Report of Agricultural Societies. (Sessional Papers, No. 42.) | 
Report of Horticultural Societies. (Sessional Papers, No. 43.) 
Report of Fruit Growers’ Association. (Sessional Papers, No. 44.) 
Report of Statistics Branch. (Sessconal Papers, No. 46.) 

Report of Bureau of Municipal Affairs. (Sessional Papers, No. 47.) 


Report of the Temiskaming and N. O. Railway Commission. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 48.) : 


Report of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission. (Sessional Papers, — 
Noo.) 


Report of Railway and Municipal Board. (Sessional Papers, No. 50.) 
Return from the Records re Elections. (Sessional Papers, No. 51.) | 
Report of Provincial Archivist. (Sessional Papers, No. 52.) 

Report of Provincial Auditor. (Sessconal Papers, No. 54.) 


Report of Workmen’s Compensation Board. (Sessional Papers, No. 55.) 


~~ ed eee —— 
CO a ee ne a Pe See 


Yeenlations and Orders-in-Council Education Department. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 56.) 


Interim Report Respecting Sheriffs. (Sessional Papers, No. 57.) 


Se Se Nae oe ee 
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Report Ontario Board of Parole. (Sessional Papers, No. 59.) 

Report Extramural Commission. (Sessional Papers, No. 60.) 

Pic River Pulp Lands Agreement. (Sessional Papers, No. 63.) 
Commission re Toronto Police Court. (Sessional Papers, No. 64.) 
Report Blue Sky Legislation. (Sessional Papers, No. 67.) 

Interim Report Land Titles Act in Northern Ontario. (Sessional Papers, 


Report Minimum Wage Board. (Sesstonal Papers, No. 73.) 
Report Superannuation Board. (Sessional Papers, No. 79.) 
Regulations Board of Health. (Sessional Papers, No. 80.) 


Report Ontario Athletic Association. (Sessional Papers, No, 85.) 


Report Mothers Allowance Commission. (Sessional Papers, No. 89.) 
Report of Civil Service Commissioner. (Sessional Papers, No. 91.) 
Annual Report Soldier’s Aid Commission. (Sessional Papers, No. 93.) 
Return Memorandum re School Grants. (Sessional Papers, No. 96.) 
Also—the Report of the Timber Commission together with the evidence 


exhibits presented before said Commission. 


Your Committee further recommend that 1,000 copies of the Report of 


the Publi¢ Accounts Committee be bound in paper (Blue Book), two copies 
to be given each Member of the House, the balance for general distribution. 


Your Committee recommend that the following documents be not 


printed :— 


72.) 


Report on State of Library. (Sessconal Papers, No. 53.) 

Return re Kingston Highway. (Sessional Papers, No. 58.) 

Interim Report Toronto Police Court. (Session! Papers, No. 61.) 
Interim Report Registry County of York. (Sessional Papers, No. 65.) 
Attorney-General and Shevlin-Clarke Co. (Sessional Papers, No. 66.) 
Report Distribution ‘Revised Statutes. (Sessional Papers, No. 68.) 
Report Commission re Seizure of Whisky. (Sessional Papers, No. 70.) 
Return re Presbyterian Manse at Vernon. (Sessional Papers, No. 71.) 


Return re Fisheries, Game and Fisheries Act. (Sessional Papers, No. 


Report Commission Brantford Police (Sessional Papers, No. 74.) 


J -22-16 


388 June 9TH nike 1922 


Return re License Board and Brantford. (Sessional Papers, No. 75.) 


Return re Lands, Forests and Mines and E. W. Backus. (Sessional 
Papers, No. 76.) 


Return re Canada Roads Act. (Sessional Papers, No. 77.) 

Return re Prime Minister and Backus. (Sessional Papers, No. 78.) 
Return re Ontario Temperance Act. (Sessional Papers, No. 81.) 
Commission re Hydro-Electric. (Sessional Papers, No. 82.) 

Return re Logs, ete., Lands and Forests. (Sessional Papers, No. 83.) 
Return Timber Limit Sale. (Sessional Papers, No. 84.) 

Return Keewatin Lumber Co. (Sessional Papers, No. 86.) 


Return re License Commission and Provincial Police Forces. (Ses- 
sional Papers, No, 87.) 


Return re Harding and Attorney General. (Sessional Papers, No. 88.) 
Return Hamilton Highway Commission. (Sessional Papers, No. 90.) 
Statement Highway Improvement Fund. (Sessional Papers, No. 92.) 
Statement Highway Improvement Fund. (Sessional Papers, No. 94.) 


Return re Police Magistrates or Crown Attorneys. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 95.) 


| Report of Agricultural Development Board, 1921. (Sessional Papers, 
NOROTs) 


Orders-in-Council re Hospitals and Charities. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 98.) 
Mr. Ferguson then moved, seconded by Mr. Crawford, 


That there be added to the list of Documents ordered to be printed by 
the Committee on Printing, the “Report of the Timber Commission, together 
with the Evidence and Exhibits presented before the said Commission.” 


And the motion having been put, was concurred in and the Report was 
amended accordingly. 


Resolved, That this House doth concur in the Second Report of the 
Standing Committee on Printing as amended. 


On motion of Mr. ‘Smith, seconded by Mr. Nixon. 


Resolved, That the full sessional indemnity be paid to those Members 
of this House absent on account of illness or other unavoidable cause. 
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Mr. Kennedy asked the following Question. 


1. What amount of money was expended by the Department of High- 
ways in each of the years 1920 and 1921 under the following heads:— 


1. Township Roads. (a) Charge to maintenance; (b) Charge to 
Capital Account. 2. Provincial and County Highways. (a) Charge to Main- 
tenance; (6) Charge to Capital Account. 38. Provincial Highways. (a) 
Charge to Maintenance; (b) Charge to Capital Account. 


To which the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied in the 
figures following :— 


1920 1921 
mnswer Question No. 1. (a) ......%.. $ 2,620 60 $ 165,605 45 
< si Sia ip RAG Se een nil. 175,414 33 
“ os pebtion 92.. Cay tt fou Noo 816,041 67 1,000,473 24 
c Mee (Do a ee: 1,807,717 57 2,634,794 10 
: NC RG) 414,563 04 649,971 82 
4 Ceo 8 ED) ews sods 5,688,619 84 10,300,293 11 


Mr. Price asked the following Question :— 


1. What was the cost per mile of the completed roadway between Can- 
boro and Dunnville. 2. What was the purchase price per mile of the 10-foot 
strip on either side of this road. 


And the Minister of Public Works and Highways replied in the figures 
following :— 


1. $29,945.00. 2. $143.95. 


The House resolved itself into. a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills :— 


Bill (No. 11), Respecting the City of Toronto. 


Bill (No. 23), To incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Railway Com- 
_ pany of Hamilton. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendments. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time To-day. 
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The following Bills were severally read the second time:— 
Bill (No. 44), Respecting the City of Toronto. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 

Bill (No. 19), Respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 

Bill (No. 89), Respecting the Township of York. | 
Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 


Bill (No. 281), Respecting the purchase by the County of York of the 
Assets of Certain Companies. 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole House To-day. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee, severally to consider the 
following Bills:— 


Bill (No. 44), Respecting the City of Toronto. 
Bill (No. 19), Respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 
Bill (No. 89), Respecting the Township of York. 


Mr. Speaker resumed the chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the 
Committee had directed him to report the several Bills without Amendment. 


Ordered, That the Bills reported, be severally read the third time To-day. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill (No. 231), 
Respecting the purchase by the County of York of the Assets of Certain 
Companies and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed the 
Chair; and Mr. Watson reported, That the Committee had made some pro- 
gress, and directed him to ask for leave to sit again. 


Resolved, That the Committee have leave to sit again To-day. 


The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 256), To 
amend The Ontario Temperance Act having been read, Mr. Oridland moved, 
That the Bill be now read the second time. 

And the Motion, having been put, was lost on a Division. 


' And so it was declared in the Negative. 





2 
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The Order of the Day for the second reading of Bill (No. 128), To 
amend the Land and Titles Act having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 


On motion of Mr. Homuth, seconded by Mr. Greenlaw, 


Resolved, That in the opinion of this House it is desirable in the public 
interest that all branch lines of The Canadian National Railway in Ontario 
running through districts in which electrical power can be supplied by The 
Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario shall be operated by such elec- 
trical power in order to ensure to the residents of such districts more ex- 
peditious means for the transportation of passengers and freight and that the 
Government of this Province should bring to the attention of the Government 
of Canada the determination of the House in this matter. 


B O0u i ss 
On motion of Mr. Lewis, seconded by Mr. Godfrey, 


Resolved, That the Legislature of the Province of Ontario hereby affirms" 
its belief in the wisdom, from a commercial and an economical point of view, 
of improving the navigation facilities of the St. Lawrence River so as to per- 
mit ocean vessels drawing up to 25 feet of water to enter and navigate the 
Great Lakes; and also to undertake the development of the power at present 
wasting in the St. Lawrence River Rapids. 


This Legislature learns with pleasure that such a development is the sub- 
ject of a favorable report and recommendation of the International Joint Com- 
mission and, | 


That this Legislature respectfully urges the Government of Canada to 
give early and favorable consideration to the report of the International J oint 
Commission referred to and to request that the Government of the United 
States join with the Canadian Government in arranging an International 
agreement for carrying out the work recommended. 





The House again resolved itself into a Committee to consider Bill 
(No. 231), Respecting purchase by the County of York of the Assets ot 
certain Companies and, after some time spent therein, Mr. Speaker resumed 
the Chair; and Mr. MacVicar reported, That the Committee had directed 


° 


him to report the Bill with certain amendments. 
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Ordered, that the Bill be read the third time To-day. 


The following Bills were severally read the third time and passed :— 
Bill (No. 226), To amend the Ontario Temperance Act. 
Bill (No, 167), To amend the Toronto and Hamilton Highway Act. 


Bill (No. 100), es ee aut the Construction and Operation of Muni- 
TRA Electric Railways. 


Bill (No. 257), To amend the Power Commission Act. 

Bill No. 119), Respecting Voters’ Lists. 

Bill (No. 255), To amend The Minimum Wage Act. 

Bill (No. 263), To authorize the purchase and operation of the Toronto 


Suburban Railway Company by the Hydro-Electrie Power Commission of 
Ontario on behalf of the City of Toronto. 


Bill (No. 265), To amend the Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution 
Act, 1921. 


Bill (No. 267), To amend the Venereal Diseases Prevention Act. 


Bill (No, 268), To amend, the4Piblie Health wet, 
Bill (No. 270), To further amend the Corporations Tax Act. 
Bill (No. 266), To amend the Loan and Trust Corporations Act. 


Bill (No, 269), To create the Territorial Provisional Judicial District 
of Cochrane. 


Bill (No. 192), To amend the Local Improvement ‘Act. 
Bill (No. 227), To amend the School Sites Act. 
Bill (No. 240), To amend the Jurors’ Act. 


Bill (No. 14), Respecting the Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Rail- 
way Company, : 


Bill (No. 11), Respecting the City of Toronto. 


Bill (No. 23), To incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Railway Com- 
pany of Hamilton. 
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Bill (No. 44), Respecting the City of Toronto. 
Bill (No. 19), Respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 
Bill (No. 89), Respecting the Township of York. 


Bill (No. 231), Respecting the purchase by the County of York of the 
Assets of Certain Companies, 


On motion of Mr. Bowman, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to be composed of 
Messieurs Ecclestone, McCrae, Mageau, Heenan, Taylor, Warren and Bow- 
man, to consider Bill (No. 249), Respecting Water Rights, to sit during the 
Recess with power to summon and compel the attendance of witnesses and 
take evidence under oaths and to send for books, papers and documents. 


—_— 


On motion of Mr. Biggs, seconded by Mr. Raney, 


Ordered, That the name of Mr. MacBride be added to the Select Com- 
inittee appointed to consider the Motor Vehicles Act. 


On motion of Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Doherty, 


Ordered, That the name of Mr, McNamara be added to the Select Com- 
mittee appointed to consider matters concerning the organization and ad- 
ministration of the University of Toronto. 





The Order of the Day for the Third reading of Bill (No. 215), To 
amend the Statute Labour Act having been read, 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be withdrawn. 





Mr. McNamara moved, seconded by Mr. MacBride. — 


That the Legislature of the Province of Ontario with a view of en- 
deavouring to solve the unemployment question a committee of members 
selected from and representative of each group in this Legislature be ap- 
pointed with power to sit during and after the prorogation of the present 
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Session for the purpose of securing such information and expert advice as to 
enable the committee to decide upon some plan for the repopulation of rural 
Ontario, by inducing unemployed persons to return to the farm and encourag- 
ing the return of small industries to suitable localities where success would 
follow their efforts. This House is further of opinion that it would be more 
advantageous to the Province to induce British Subjects to people its lands 
than to encourage the immigration of certain Eastern European races. 


And the motion, having been put, was negatived. 


Mr. Bragg moved, seconded by Mr, Montgomery, 


That the Special Committee appointed last Session to enquire into the 
fruit and apple interest of this Province, and which was authorized to con- 
tinue its functions following the prorogation of the Legislative Assembly, last 
Session, be re-appointed for the purpose of preparing, and submitting its Re- 
port to this House and be empowered to sit for such purpose during any 
adjournment of this House. 


And the motion, having been put, was negatived. 


On motion of Mr. Tisdelle, seconded by Mr. McCreary, 


That the liquor of Raoul S. Langlois seized by the Government Officials 
be released, or in default thereof, the price of the same be paid to him. 


And the motion having been put, was declared to be lost. 


The Order of the Day for the third reading of Bill (No. 245), Respect- 
ing Natural Gas having been read. 


Ordered, That the Order be discharged, and that the Bill be forthwith 


again referred to a Committee of the Whole, with instructions to amend the 
same. | 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee; and, after 
some time spent therein, Mr, Speaker resumed the Chair; and Mr. Webster 
reported, That the Committee had amended the Bill as directed. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read the third time forthwith, 


The Bill was then read the third time, and passed. 
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The Provincial Secretary presented to the House by command of His 
Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor. 


Regulations and Orders-in-Council made since May 24, 1922 under the 
authority of the Department of Education Act or of the Acts relating to 
Public Schools, Separate Schools or High Schools. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 56.) ; 


Also:—Return to an Order of the House of 29th April, 1921 That there 
be laid before this House, a Return of copies of all correspondence, reports, 
and documents, relating to the dismissal of Magistrate Hastings, of Dunnville. 
(Sessional Papers No. 99.) » | 


Also:—Return to an Order of the House of the 24th February, 1922, 
that there be laid before the House a return of copies of all correspondence 
between any Minister of the Crown and any member of the Hydro-Radial 
Commission in connection and dealing with accounts for remuneration of 
service by each and every member of the Commission whether such accounts 
were paid in full for the amount claimed or reduced in amount. (Sessional 
Papers. No. 100.) ) 


Also:—Return to an Order of the House of the 20th day of March, 1922, 
that there be laid before the House a return of all papers, documents, memo- 
randa, recommendations, letters, telegrams and communications of every kind 
between any Municipal corporations, associations, bodies or persons and the 
Prime Minister or any Minister of the Government regarding the appoint- 
ment or suggestion to appoint Peter Heenan, M.P.P. for Kenora, a Member 
of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario. (Sessional Papers, 
No. 101.) | 


Also:—Report of Commissioners for Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park 
1921. (Sessional Papers, No. 9.) 


On motion of Mr. Raney seconded by Mr. Doherty. 


Ordered, That when this House adjourns to-day, it do stand adjourned 
until Tuesday next the thirteenth day of June instant at three of the Clock 
in the afternoon. 


i 
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The House then adjourned at © 
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Tuesday, June 138th 1922 
PRAYERS, 3.00 O’Crock, P.M. 


His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor entered the Chamber of the 
Legislative Assembly and took his seat upon the Throne. 


Mr. Speaker then addressed His Honour as follows:— 
May it please Your Honour. 


‘The Legislative Assembly of the Province having at its present Sittings 
passed certain Bills to which, on behalf and in the name of the said Assembly, 
I respectfully request Your Honour’s Assent. 


The Clerk Assistant then read the Titles of the Acts that had been 
passed as follows :— 


An Act respecting the City of Port Arthur. 


An Act respecting the City of Sault Ste. Marie. 


An Act to incorporate a part of the Township of York as the Town- 
ship of North York. 


An Act respecting the London Street Railway Company. 


An Act respecting the Filing of Claims against certain Companies 
or their properties. 


An Act to consolidate The ‘vowel Act. 

An Act respecting Professional Engineers, 

An Act respecting the Town of Wallaceburg. 

An Act respecting Magistrates. 

An Act to amend The Ontario Railway Act. 

An Act to amend The Ontario Highways Act. 

An Act respecting The Maintenance of Deserted Wives and Children. 
An Act to amend The Steam Boiler Act. 


An Act respecting Licenses for Billiard and Pool Rooms and Bowl- 
ing Alleys. 


An Act to amend The Limitations Act. 

An Act to amend The Community Halls Act. 
An Act to amend The Disqualification Act. 
An Act to amend The Sheriffs Act. 
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An Act to amend The Upper Canada College Act. 
An Act to amend The Constables Act. 
An Act to amend The Provincial Loans Act, R/S.O., Chap. 21. 


An Act respecting the construction of Certain Works on Lakes and 
Streams in Ontario. 


An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
An Act respecting Works and Measures to. relieve Unemployment. 
An Act to extend the Right to Vote at Municipal Elections, 


An Act to incorporate the Ontario Co-operative Dairy Products, 
Limited. 


An Act to amend The Crown Witnesses Act. 

An Act respecting The Carriage of Liquor on Highways. 

An Act to amend The Suburban Area Development Act. 
An Act to amend The Administration of Justice Expenses Act. 
An Act to amend The Public Officer’s Fees Act. 

An Act to amend The University Act. 

An Act to amend The Soldiers’ Aid Commission Act. 

An Act to amend The Queen Victoria Niagara Falls Park Act. 
An Act to amend The Load of Vehicles Act. 

An Act respecting Albert College. 

An Act respecting Co-operative Credit Societies. 


An Act for raising money on the credit of the Consolidated Revenue 


Fund. 
An Act to amend The Children’s Protection Act of Ontario. 
An Act to amend The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
An Act to amend The Coroners Act. 
An Act to amend The Ontario Public Service Superannuation Act, 
An Act to amend The School Laws. 


An Act to promote the Public Health by providing for One Day of 
Rest in Seven for Employees in certain Employments. 


An Act to amend The Conveyancing and Law of Property Act. 
An Act to amend The District Houses of Refuge Act. 
An Act respecting the City of Galt. 


An Act respecting the Town of Oshawa. 
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An Act respecting the Waterloo, Wellington Railway Co. 
The Assessment Amendment Act, 1922. 

An Act to amend The Separate Schools Act. 

An Act respecting the City Gas Co. of London. 

An Act to amend The Judicature Act. 

An Act to amend The Ontario Temperance Act. 

An Act to amend The Toronto and Hamilton Highway Act — 


An Act respecting the construction and operation of Municipal Elec- 
tric Railways. | 


An Act to amend The Power Commission Act. 
An Act respecting Voters’ Lists. 
An Act to amend The Minimum Wage Act. 


An Act to authorize the purchase and operation of the Toronto Subur- 
ban Railway Company by the Hydro-Electric Power Commission 
of Ontario on behalf of the City of Toronto. 


An Act to amend The Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution Act, 1921. 
An Act to amend The Venereal Diseases Prevention Act. 

An Act to amend The Public Health Act. 

An Act to further amend The Corporation Tax Act. 

An Act to amend The Loan and Trust Corporations Act. 


An Act to create The Territorial and Provisional Judicial District 
of Cochrane. 


An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 
An Act to amend The School Sites Act. 
An Act to amend The Jurors’ Act. 


An Act respectitig the Mount McKay and Kababeka Falls Railway 
Company. 


An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 


An Act to incorporate the Ottawa Street Incline Railway Company 
of Hamilton. 


An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 
An Act respecting the Town of Tecumseh. 
An Act respecting the Township of York. 


An Act respecting the Purchase by the County of York of the Assets 
of Certain Companies. 
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An Act respecting The Lake of the Woods Control Board. 
An Act to amend The Local Improvement Act. 


An Act respecting Natural Gas. 


To these Acts the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the Legis- 
lative Assembly in the following words :— 


“In His Majesty’s name, His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth 
assent to these Acts.” 


Mr. Speaker then said: 
May vt please Your Honour :— 


We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and faithful Subjects, the Legislative 
Assembly of the Province of Ontario, in Session assembled, approach Your 
Honour with sentiments of unfeigned devotion and loyalty to His Majesty’s » 
person and Government, and humbly beg to present for Your Honour’s accept 
ance a Bill intituled “An Act for granting His Majesty certain sums of money 
for the public service of the financial year ending the 31st day of October, 
1922, and for the public service of the financial year ending the 31st day of 
October, 1923, and for other purposes therein mentioned.” 


To this Act the Royal Assent was announced by the Clerk of the Legis- 
lative Assembly in the following words :— 


‘His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth thank His Majesty's dutiful 
and loyal Subjects, accept their benevolence and assent to this Act in His 


Majesty’s name.” 


His Honour was then pleased to deliver the following Speech :-— 


Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of the Legislative Assembly: 


In bringing this Session to a close, I desire to commend your conscientious 
attention to the arduous and important duties that have devolved upon you. 
The expansion each year of the public business and the widening of the scope 
of Provincial activities are increasing the volume of legislation and adding 
to the labours of the Members of the House. 
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Reports received from various parts of the Province indicate that the 
agricultural outlook is exceptionally promising. This is very satisfactory 
in view of the fact that the prosperity of rural Ontario, and the Agricultural 
development of our Northern areas, ensure the prosperity of the whole 
Province. It is my confidence that we are now entering upon a period of 
renewed activity which will relieve unemployment and give settled prosperity 
to our country. . 


I observe, with satisfaction, .the attention you have given to the cause 
of education. The Appropriation for technical instruction will be employed 
in part in the establishment of a training college for vocational teachers. 
It is anticipated, as a result, that the highest positions in the vocational 
and industrial schools will be filled from our own teaching profession. The 
work of the Committee on secondary education has been completed and pre- 
liminary modifications of the courses of study recommeded by the Committee 
are already being followed in the High Schools and Collegiate Institutes. 
My Government proposes to hold, at an early date. a Conference on the subject 
of secondary education with the representatives of the County Councils. A 
Special Committee of the Legislature will enquire, during the Recess, into 
matters affecting the Provincial University. 


Our expanding agricultural interests have necessitated enactments designed 
to encourage production and improved methods, and to provide more efficient 
marketing facilities. Amendments to the Ontario Farm Loans Act and the 
Agricultural Development Act have been passed to widen their scope and 
make them more useful. The Municipal Drainage Act and the Community 
Halls Act have been amended to make these Acts of greater value in the 
rural community. The Ontario Co-operative Dairy Products, Limited, has 
been incorporated to stabilize and extend the dairying industry in this 
Province. 


I observe that much consideration and weight have been given to the 
findings of the Royal Commission on Radial Railways. Legislation has been 
adopted, under which the Government guarantee for Radial Railways has 
been withdrawn, except in respect of commitments already made. Muni- 
cipalities have been authorized to undertake electric railways on their own 
behalf and provision has been made for financing such undertakings on a 
basis which will keep them under the control of the Municipalities directly 
concerned. 


Provision has been made for carrying on the Queenston-Chippawa 
Development and other projects of the Hydro-Electrie Power Commission. 
Meanwhile, it has been found advisable, in the public interest, to examine 
thoroughly into the operations and expenditures of the Commission. It 
is hoped that this inquiry will afford a clear and comprehensive survey of 
the situation and furnish guidance as to the wisest policy to pursue in the 
future. 


An important step has been taken regarding the Provincial System 
of Highways, by providing that the funds required to carry on and complete 
the System will be made available as required and the financial burden will 


om. 
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be distributed over a period of years. These funds will be obtained by 
capitalizing a portion of the income to be derived from automobile licenses. 
It is of special interest to observe that the traffic, which will be largely 
ereated by better highways, will ultimately provide for the establishment 
and maintenance of the System. 


The Bill respecting the sale of securities was referred to a Special 
Committee of the Legislature which will hear the views of all parties con- 
cerned and present a report next Session. I trust that it will be found 
possible to extend to the investing public the measure of protection contem- 


_ plated by this Legislation. 


Several amendments have been made to the Ontario Temperance Act 
for the purpose of increasing its efficiency. In this connection a measure 
has been adopted which places the transportation of liquor on the public 
highways under the regulation and control of the Provincial License Board. 
In these, and in other ways, the protection of the community has been 
strengthened and the outlook for the future improved. 


Important legislation has been passed in amendment to the Ontario 
Insurance Act. Many of the principal recommendations of the Insurance 
Commissioner and of the Select Committee respecting Insurance, which sat 
during the Recess, have been adopted. It is expected that the general revision 
and consolidation of the Ontario Insurance Act will be completed next Session. 


Among the measures which have received your consideration and approval 
are Bills to consolidate the Municipal Act; respecting Voters Lists; to amend 


the Corporations Tax Act; respecting works and measures to relieve un- 
employment; and respecting the Lake of the Woods Control Board. 


Necessary provision has been made for the financial requirements of the 
Government, both for carrying on the Public Service and for raising money 
for the various Provincial undertakings which are in progress. I desire to 
thank you for these appropriations and to assure you that they will be ad- 


ministered with proper regard to economy and efficiency. 


In conclusion, I thank you for the enactment of much beneficial legisla- 


| tion, and I trust that the blessings of Almighty God will continue to be 


bestowed upon our people and our country. 


eo 


The Provincial ‘Secretary then said :— 
Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of the Legislative Assembly: 


It is His Honour’s will and pleasure that this Legislative Assembly be 
prorogued and this Legislative Assembly is accordingly prorogued. 
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Appendix No. 1. 


REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO ENQUIRE INTO THE 
FRUIT AND APPLE INTERESTS OF THE PROVINCE. 





With the permission of the House on the 28rd of February, 1921, I had 
the honour of moving the following Resolution :— 


“Resolved—That whereas it is clearly established that the export 
of fruit to the overseas’ markets is carried on with serious disadvantages 
to Canadian growers; and whereas it is stated on reliable authority that 
there is an extraordinary difference in the prices that are received by 
farmers for their apples and the cost’ of this fruit to consumers over- 
seas; and whereas the difference represents an enormous loss to the Cana- 
dian producers, and apparently a corresponding profit to the overseas 
jobbers, dealers or traders, in which, under present conditions, Canadian 
producers are debarred from participating; and whereas it is desirable 
that these conditions should be remedied go that the Canadian producers 
should receive the share in those profits to which they are entitled; there- 
fore, be is resolved that a special committee of this House be appointed 
forthwith, with instructions to enquire and report upon the condition 
of the fruit and apple interests and business in the Province of Ontario, 
and all matters relating to the production, packing, storage, transporta- 
tion, shipping, marketing and export. of Ontario fruit and apples, and 
with power to send for and examine all necessary persons and papers 
‘in or concerning the premises; and that the said committee be empow- 
ered to sit for such purposes during any adjournment of this House.” 


This was adopted. In accordance therewith, on the Motion of the Pre- 
mier, Seconded by the Honourable the Attorney-General, the following mem- 
bers were appointed as a special committee on the subject matter in question :-— 


“Ordered, that the following Members do compose the Select Com- 
mittee proposed under the Resolution passed by the House yesterday, in 
the matter of the Export of Fruit:—Messieurs Doherty, Montgomery, 
Sewell, Leeson, Swayze, Cook, Black, Bragg and Marshall.” 


FIRST INTERIM REPORT. 


“The Committee realized in the early stages of the enquiry that 
other natural perishable products, notably cheese, are interwoven and 
directly connected with the disadvantages under which the apples are 
marketed, so the Committee incidentally accepted information on the 
broader basis. Unfortunately the time at the disposal of the Members 
of the Committee was insufficient to more than touch the fringe of the 
subject But enough unquestionable evidence was submitted to prove that 
the conditions under which the natural products of Ontario are marketed, 
both overseas and in Canada, render it absolutely necessary that these 
conditions shall be changed if this Province is to retain its prominent 
place in the world’s market. Your Committee, therefore, recommends 
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that it shall continue this investigation during the interregnum between 

this Session and the next meeting of this House in order that a full Re- 

port may be presented.” 

Whereupon it was Ordered by the House :— 

“Ordered, That the Report of the Special Committee to enquire 
into the overseas apple trade be adopted, and the Committee be au- 
thorized to continue its investigations on the lines recommended in the 
report.” 

The House will observe that in no sense is this a political committee, but 
its membership is drawn from each of the political groups or parties in the 
Assembly. The Committee has been impressed from the beginning with the 
idea that its membership was not dealing in any sense with a political ques- 
tion, but with one of vast public importance. 


Acting under the above direction of the House, your Committee held 


meetings on the dates as herein set forth and at the places therein men- 
tioned :— 


Fruit CoMMITTEE. 





Tgte: WMeeparten) aia bon ae. SOU OIGLO Megiccr sragear a May 19th. 
2nd Meeting. ie tei g bs TOOTS ee a May 26th. 
Brd. Weetme: oy. aie cy sa: SO TOR UO a tere eee oe June 2nd. 
ATH SUNT SOLINGS «ge co oy cam OMT AIO wc eae amie June 3rd. 
Sth Meet ne vc. er se EOTONIO® ccc cpompaes June 10th. 
Gthv Mi GetinO1 eaercstee., LE OTOULO) Maran .aiau ae, June 21st. 
heh Meet e seein mcs igus Brighton ei ea ...dune 23rd. 
Sth Wiech op. oo. OTOOie, loo! suena June 27th. 
OEAM NL GOUiA Ot wa ale asa) EGROUKON oan retaneraty © July 13th. 
10thooMbeetings 6.0 tee. Mororitos ns .1ih..: July 29th. 
tithieMeetingn ge.) cans Toronte ahisiwoeak. Aug. 17th. 


During the sittings of this Committee, previous to the prorogation of the 
Assembly, and subsequently thereto, the Committee heard evidence and state- 
ments respecting the subjects of enquiry from the following, among others, 
who, from time to time have been present at the meetings of the Committee :— 
Sir William Mulock, Dr. P. H. Bryce; W. T. R. Preston, Port Hope; A. S. 
Chapin, Toronto; E. H. Stonehouse, W. C. Noxon, London; R. J. Graham, 
Belleville; R. B. Seripture and Robt. Wade, Brighton; F. J. Mahoney, 
Niagara Fruit Growers’ Association; W. H. Gibson, Newcastle; W. F. 
Fisher, Burlington; Jos. E. Johnston Co., Norfolk; B. H. Coyle, Colborne. 


WIDE SCOPE OF ENQUIRY. 


At the early meetings of the Committee, the members were aware that 
the enquiry which it had been decided to proceed with, was one of much 
and vastly greater importance and scope than the Resolution authorizing the 
enquiry appeared to indicate. 

The more closely the enquiry was proceeded with, the more clear became 
the unanimous conviction with all the members that the agricultural interests 
of this country have for an indefinite period been marketing their products 
under most disadvantageous circumstances. 
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While the immediate purpose of the Committee was to enquire into the 
marketing conditions under which the export of fruit was carried on to various 
points; it became immediately apparent that very many of the complications 
existing in the marketing of fruit were also prevalent with respect to almost 
every other of the great natural products of this Province. The enquiries of 
the Committee, while not carried out in the same detail in connection with 
other of the natural products, were more general in their character but were 
conclusive as to the existing conditions. The reasons why the Committee 
hesitated about pursuing the enquiry in this particular, are set forth in this 
Report. It is nevertheless quite clear that these phases of conditions con- 
nected with the marketing conditions which have been brought to the atten- 
tion of the Committee will necessitate, at an early date, exhaustive enquiries 
elsewhere. 


EARLY PARLIAMENTARY DISCUSSION. 


In 1840 a Committee of the Parliament of Upper Canada was appointed 
to discuss fruit growing with a view to export. But even before this the 
French settlement along the St. Clair River had introduced the apple in the 
18th century, while great pear trees could be seen in the late years of the- 
19th century grown from seeds brought from France by these early pioneers. 

The first Report of the Montreal Horticultural Society was published in 
1876, though the Society had been formed in 1854, im the house of George 
Sheppard, Esq., in Notre Dame Street, who was notable for his orchards at 
the Lake of Two Mountains on the Lower Ottawa, kept up by the son of the 
great apple exporter who died recently. 

For very many years before his death Mr. Sheppard, the younger, had 
an open contract with the Army & Navy Stores, Victoria Street, S.W., Lon- 
don, to supply that great distributing centre with Fameuse apples in boxes 
(about 40 Ibs.) at 20/- ($4.86) F-.O.B. Montreal. This contract realized 
Mr. Sheppard at the rate of about $15 a barrel, which was six and seven times 
more than the market price in Montreal. These apples never sold at less 
than 1/6 per Ib. (36c.) at the Stores, and much more frequently at 
2/6 (60c.) per lb., or at prices running from $45 to $75 per barrel. This re- 
markable situation was well known in commercial, shipping and official circles 


twenty-five years ago. 
INTEREST IN EXPORT TRADE. 


In 1875, the Committee of the Horticultural Society met several times 

and discussed the best fruit for the Montreal district. The Report of 1876 
gives an interesting description of these several varieties and we find these 
varieties where they are still grown. Thus the Duchess of Oldenburg, and 
Early Harvest and Astrachan are given, while the St. Lawrence is named 
as an autumn apple having its origin from some cast-out seeds in gardens of 
the Molson property in Montreal in 1515, as a seedling and the tree was still 
alive in 1876. The Fameuse or Snow Apple, spoken of as of unknown origin, 
was then a favorite, while the Golden Russet, King of Tompkins Co., North- 


ern Spy, Ribston Pippin and Talman Sweet were the chief winter apples 


even then. 
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It is of interest to note that in 1876, the late Hon. Sydney Fisher, of 
Knowlton, Eastern Townships, reported that the first settlers there had gen- 
erally planted orchards, which grew well, but that the winter of 1855-56 
killed nearly all the trees, while a second fatal season, 1862-63, completed the 
destruction, so that few trees remained, not enough to make any export trade. 

The Report of the Montreal Society, for 1877, has a paper by Haskett 
& Brown, of Montreal, apple exporters, shipping 20,000 barrels a year. They 
say:—‘“The apples for export are easily summed up. They are winter apples 
and the fewer kinds in a shipment the better.” They name the North- 
ern Spy, Spitzenburg, Golden Russet, Baldwin, Greenings, and Canada Red 
as being the chief kinds. 


DEVELOPMENT OF UNSATISFACTORY CONDITIONS. 


How far back tricks in the trade were known may be judged by 
Haskett’s statement: “As regards packing, the urgent requisite is honesty,” 
and an exact method for packing is described as follows:—“The apples must 
be hand-picked, and in packing and handling too much care cannot be taken, 
as every bruise shows itself sooner or later. Grow good, straight kinds of 
apples, handle them carefully, pack them properly and honestly, and you 
will find it a profitable business.”’ 

In 1880, a paper issued by Vipond, MacBride & Co., of Montreal, on 
the Export Apple Trade states:—“The export apple trade has grown up al- 
most exclusively during the last ten years and mainly in the last five years 
that nearly 300,000 barrels had been exported that season. The paper states, 
regarding this trade: “Apple exporting has never been a profitable busi- 
ness for three reasons: Shipping unsuitable fruit, bad selection and packing, 
and shipping fruit out of season.” With regard to the latter point the paper 
states: “Most of the lots sent in the fall realized fair, while some paid well; 
but the winter business had been very disastrous, a great many, not realizing 
the charges on the fruit, and at the present time (April) whole cargoes of apples 
are being sold at Liverpool for about the freight on them.” 


HALF A CENTURY LATER. 


Over forty years have passed since this paper by business exporters was 
written, and the vicissitudes of the export apple trade may still be judged 
from the following taken from the Dominion Department of Agyriculture’s 
Report, October, 1920:—‘‘Sales (Ontario) on an f.0.b. basis for winter stock 
run from $5.25 to $6.50 per barrel in carloads.” Barrels cost $2.00, while 
pickers got $4.50 upwards per barrel. 

For the last forty or fifty years, the great market for apples of this 
Province has been in Great Britain. Reviewing the conditions under which 
the marketing of this fruit is carried on, the amazement is that up to this 
time no serious effort seems to have been made, either to direct the fruit 
erowers of this Province to the disadvantages under which their product is 
marketed, or to the enormous losses which have accrued to them during these 
years under the disadvantageous conditions aforesaid, nor has any practical 
suggestion been made, either to the Government, or to the exporters, or to 
the growers, whereby these adverse conditions might be remedied. 
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FROM AN EMINENT SPECIALIST. 


In a memorandum submitted to your Committee by Dr. P. H. Bryce, of 


_ Ottawa, the well known eminent bacteriologist, he writes :— 


“The history of the Canadian Export Apple Trade is such as to force 
upon the attention of every person interested in the country’s commercial 
progress, the several underlying principles involved in this problem. Ob- 
viously these are three: 

1. Apple culture and production. 

2. Apple packing and conservation. 

3. Apple transportation and marketing. 


IT. Appts CuLturE AND PRODUCTION. 


“The experience of fifty years amply demonstrates that there are a few 
varieties of apples which, like standard growers, have originated or been 
acclimated in the St. Lawrence and Great Lakes area, and that a few only 
for each season are suitable for the export trade— 


1. Harly Apples. 

(a) Early Transparent or Harvest apple, (b) Red Astrachan, (c¢) 
Duchess of Oldenburg, (d) St. Lawrence. 

2. Autumn Apples. 

(a) Fameuse, (b) Macintosh Red, (c) King of Tompkins Co., (d) 
Greenings, (e) Wagener. 

3. Winter Apples. 

(a) Spies, (b) Spitzenburg, (c) Baldwin, (d) Stark, (e) Golden 
Russet, (f) Pewaukee. 

“It is probable that even these varieties could be reduced in number, 
but as all are acclimatized and since the varieties do not produce equally 
each season, owing, perhaps, to seasonal variations in the period of blossom- 
ing; it seems desirable that orchardists prove through experience the varieties 
most profitable to their various soils and climates. Obviously, the highest 
degree of soil cultivation and fertilizing, with the most diligent care of the 
trees as regards pruning, liming, and control of insects and fungoid pests are 
important in the growing of apples for profit.” 


TI. Appts Packing AND CONSERVATION. 


“The Dominion Fruit and Vegetable Crop Report (No. 5 of October, 
1920,) under the heading ‘Slacks’ has the following—‘Reports received from 
the markets of the United Kingdom, also from officials of the Dominion De- 
partment of Agriculture indicate that the number of slack barrels being ship- 
ped is greater than in pre-war years.’ It 1s remarkable after what Haskett 
& Brown said in 1877—‘After doing this (this is making a layer in the head 


end) use your baskets to fill up, shaking the barrel well down several times in 


filling’-—that we should find the above statement in a report of 1920, which 
further goes on to say: ‘Prices realized for ‘slacks’ as against ‘tights’ show that 
the difference is as much as 15 shillings per barrel. . . ‘All apples, whether 
for home market or export should be thoroughly rocked and properly tailed. 
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If this is done, only slightly more pressure is necessary for export than for 
home markets....... ’ Attention is also called to the failure to securely fasten 
quarter hoops on the barrels.” 


THE UNCHANGING CONDITIONS. 


“Another quotation from Haskett and Brown in 1877 contains the very 
essence of successful packing: ‘The apples must be hand-picked and in packing 
and handling too much care cannot be taken, as every bruise shows itself sooner 
or later.’ Yet we find it stated in a Dominion Bulletin, 1920: ‘Unfortunately 
the practice has been, when sizing machines are used, for the barrel to be placed 
at the end of the machine and the apples automatically rolled into it; the rock- 
ing being done when the barrel is almost full. ‘It is evident, then, that as bruis- 
ing before packing is thus possible, the bad effects of defective ‘rocking’ are 
thereby made still greater. Thus while much depends upon the careful hand- 
ling of fruit, a yet greater matter enters into the problem, which, while exem- 
plifying the wisdom of Haskett & Brown’s remarks in 1877, “Every bruise 
shows itself sooner or later,” involves a principle of which the public at that 
time were wholly ignorant. 


SCIENCE FINDING A REMEDY. 


It was in the year that Pasteur was affirming to the world the truth of his 
germ theory, viz., that, “Every germ comes from a pre-existing germ. To-day 
we know absolutely that no decay in apples can take place apart from the pres- 
ence of microbes, and that in the degree conditions are favourable, will such, 
if present, multiply rapidly and destroy fruit, such as strawberries within a 
few hours; or apples, within a few days. Every farmer knows that milk re- 
quires only warmth to turn it sour in a few hours, since there are present germs, 
food and heat, the conditions of all fermentation, putrefaction or decay of or- 
ganic matter, whether animal or vegetable.” 

“Viewing the question of utilizing profitably the apple crop of ‘Ontario 
from the standpoint of its export, the many facts already cited make it obvious 
that but little advantage has hitherto been taken of the discoveries based upon 
the germ theory as it bears upon the keeping of fresh fruit. The fermentative 
processes involved in butter-making cheese-making ete., have long been utilized, 
while the preservation of fruits by boiling has been practised for a cen- 
tury, Yet the principles applied in those instances as a routine have, in the 
packing of apples for export, been practically overlooked.” 

“Organic tissues, whether animal or vegetable, can be preserved in three 
ways :— 

(a) By sterilization, that is, killing any germ that is present, as seen in 

canning meats and vegetables ; 

(b) By drying or removing the moisture, which is necessary to germ 

erowth ; 

(c) Cold, which prevents the germ from multiplying rapidly.” 

“Tt is obvious, then, that. for preserving the delicately flavoured and highly 
coloured apple of Ontario for distant markets, only the third means comes 
under consideration; but before describing the methods of producing cold, two 
or three facts indicating the necessity therefor must be pointed out.” 
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OPERATION OF NATURAL LAWS. 


Everyone looks upon the skin of an apple as a sort of tissue, as compared 
with the soft rind of a peach, and yet it really varies in different varieties of 
apples almost as much as these do from potatoes. The rind is, however, the real 
protective cover of the delicate tissues, but we know it has pores or minute 
spaces in it through which bacteria and other microbes growing freely on the 
surface can readily penetrate into the interior. The tissues consist of starched 
cells containing 16 per cent, of water, while each cell is enclosed within its own 
outer membrane. How sensitive the apple tissues are to external agents is seen 
in the fact that the freshly broken or cut surface of a raw apple becomes rap- 
idly discoloured when exposed to air, turning reddish or brown. Now, the 
housewife knows, that while this does not occur if the cells of the fruit remain 
unbroken until the apple has been boiled, yet this change in the cell contents is 
now known to be due to a ferment and change in the starch cells, which acts at 
once when exposed to the oxygen of the air. This marks the first change of the 
fruit starch into sugar and prepares the tissues for the growth of mould and 
other bacteria. These changes in the starch go on slowly in the apple when its. 
skin is unbroken whenever warmth is present, so that quite apart from the action 
of germs, starch cells change slowly into sugar in a warm cellar, whether it 
be that of apples or potatoes.” 

“Tt is this internal change which is marked by the brown spotting, due to 
the tannin present in sound apples, owing to its oxidation and especially affects 
sume of the more tender varieties.” 


THE INEVITABLE RESULTS. 


“Now, what may take place slowly during months in cold storage, will 
take place rapidly in a few days, even if apples are packed when warm in tight 
barrels. With such packing, however, a quite new condition is introduced. 
Everywhere in the dust-laden air of our cultivated fields and orchards are in- 
numerable bacteria and moulds ready to infect any wound or bruise on the sur- 
face of fruit. All that is required for this result are heat, moisture and absence 
of free air and sunlight. Hence, when we have picked the apple it is like any 
other lifeless thing, ready to undergo decay, if the conditions are favourable. 

Follow the apple from the day it is picked till that when it is eaten. On 
a pleasant autumn’ day the sun’s heat raises the atmospheric temperature in the 
orchard to 75° or 80° F. by 2 p.m., and of course the fruit takes the tempera- 
ture of the air. Assuming that the apples have been hand-picked, and carefully 
placed in a tight barrel, the present practice is to put the head in the barrel in 
the orchard, thus inclosing air at the day temperature. By six o’clock on an 
autumn day, the outer air will have fallen at least ten degrees, and dew is 
‘seen on the grass. Now, what has happened outside has slowly taken place in 
the. barrel. It has no air movements to evaporate the moisture within, 
so that by morning, if opened, the apples will be found to be damp inside, or 
to have sweated, as popularly expressed. Really, what has happened is that the 
dew-point has been reached by the air im the barrel, that is, it can hold no more 
water as vapour. The following table shows the relative humidity of the air at 
different temperatures, as well as the dew-point.” 
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“Table giving per cent. of relative humidity of outer air and dew-point 
at different temperatures :— 


Temperature Per cent of Humidity Per cent of Humidity 
of Outer Air 67% 73% 
Dew-Point. | Dew-Point. 
30°F. QP 20.5~ 
40°F. 36° ot. 
50°F. 45° 46.0° 
0h OF 54° DLO 
ON 63° 64.5° 
80°F. ian 73.3. 


“Thus, with an air temperature of 80°F. and relative humidity 73 per 
cent., the saturation point is reached in the barrel at 73.3°.” 


UNSATISFACTORY RESULTS DEMONSTRATED. 


“That this barrel temperature, under ordinary surroundings, keeps high, 
may be judged from a statement in a 1905 Dominion Government Report, as 
‘to the condition of a cargo of 28,000 bbls. of apples shipped from Montreal-— 
“Shed temperature, 65°F.; temperature of fruit in barrels 70° to 80°. Many 
of the Snows, Greenings, etc., were badly spotted, and many of the King Pip- 
pins were bronzed or scaled. Many barrels were slacked and the big percentage 
‘slightly wet,’ and ‘wet’.” | 

‘While some germs grow at a temperature below freezing, and some above 
100°, yet common observation shows that those bacteria which produce changes 
in fruit, do so at temperatures from 40° to 100°F. If, then, our object is to 
preserve fruit for export or distant transport, it is essential that the fruit at 
the earliest possible moment have its heat removed and be kept at a tempera- 
ture at which the germs will not multiply on either the outside or within the 
fruit. To do this some source of cold must be supplied. 

“The following table and diagram shows the various conditions through 
which apples pass after picking and in the process of cooling by refrigeration :— 

Following very many years of experimenting, science has clearly establish- 
ed the fact that the pre-cooling of apples is an absolute necessity, and that this 
can be properly done by the fruit reaching these refrigerating stations within 
36 hours after being taken from the trees. By the fruit undergoing this process 
of pre-cooling, it is properly preserved from the danger of premature decay or 
deterioration, and retains its preserving qualities, and thereby its market value 
is maintained at the highest price. 


INSIGNIFICANT RETURNS TO GROWERS. 


The carliest settlers in the Province quickily discovered the value of apple 
erowing. Stumps of apple trees may still be found that were planted a century 
ago. In not’a few districts not much more attention is paid to orchards, the 
product, harvesting, packing and marketing than was given by the early set- 
tlers to this phase of agricultural life. And this, notwithstanding the fact that 
properly cared-for fruit, properly harvested, packed and marketed is always in 
active demand throughout the world, and invariably costs the overseas con- 
sumer fabulous figures in comparison to the insignificant return that is secured 
by the grower. 
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It is needless and unnecessary to apportion the blame for this unsatisfactory 
situation. Your Committee at the moment is only dealing with conditions. Leg- 
islation has been enacted, regulations have been issued, instructions have been 
given, but for some reason or another these have been more honoured in the 
breach than in the observance, resulting in a lamentable decline in the cultiva- 
tion and output of a fruit for which the world offers an unlimited and pro- 
fitable market. But the conditions surrounding this market have created adverse 
conditions for the growers securing or receiving a fair share of the enormous 
profits and fortunes that have accrued elsewhere. 


BenerioraL Cuanaes Posstsze. 


Your Committee is impressed with the conviction that this unsatisfactory 
situation can be changed. Proper care of orchards, proper harvesting, proper 
grading, proper packing, proper transportation facilities, proper marketing— 
these problems must be solved or the apple-growing industry in this Province 
will gradually disappear. Some other than the ordinary “red-tape,” official, 
governmental methods must be inaugurated to bring about the necessary changes. 
Much more difficult ones have been solved, not one of which, though, means so 
much to the wealth and prosperity of this Province. 

It is quite true that efforts have been made from time to time to secure 
better grading and better packing, and also general standardization of apples 
prepared for the export trade. But no matter what might be done in this part- 
icular, no matter how clearly the instructions in regard to standards and grad- 
ing might be carried out, inevitable, enormous losses constantly fall wpon the 
exporters and the apple-growers of Canada. 

This is evident from the fact that during these years huge fortunes have 
been lost, sometimes in a single season, by exporters of Canadian apples. This 
business is practically in the category of the most precarious of business enter- 
prises, instead of, as it should be, a business upon a clear and safe foundation. 


FrLoopting THE MaRKETS. 


In the first place, apples are shipped to Liverpool, which is the central and 
main market, without any care whatever being taken to ensure that the 
market should not be over-supplied, and regardless of the inevitable result that 
the suggestion of an over-supply might at once be met with an excuse for a reduc- 
tion in the price offered by the wholesale trade; an excuse which is ever to the 
fore upd the slightest possible provocation. Apples from Ontario, 
Quebec, Nova Scotia and British Columbia—to say nothing about the competi- 
tive consignments from the United States’ ports—arrive at the Liverpool docks 
by tens and twenties, and sometimes to the extent of 100,000 barrels beyond 
the demands of the market. The effect of this over-loaded supply is inevitably 
followe dby a considerable drop in values. This creates an unfortunate situation, 
but that is not by any means the sole cause of loss to the apple-growers of the 
Province. 

The next phase is much more serious, and presents a problem which must 
be solved if the apple-growers of this Province are ever to secure the return 
which is their due for the capital and labour invested in the apple-growing in- 
dustry. 
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Farty Auction Saues IMPERATIVE. 


It is well known that the apples must be disposed of almost immediately 
on arrival at the British ports. The principal apple markets are at Bristol, 
Hull, Manchester and Liverpool. Liverpool is pre-eminently the central market. 


But before the apples are offered for sale by auction, expert buyers and 
agents of buyers, nominally examine a certain proportion of arrivals by rapping 
on the top of the barrels; whereby they are able to decide whether a barrel is 
properly packed and full to the top, and whether it is more or less slack. In 
the first named, the barrel being full, it is so designated by a mark. If it is 
“slack,” more or less it is also marked accordingly. And if, by the sound, it sig- 
nifies “very slack,” then the barrel is marked to signify that the contents have 
little value. 


October Day 2 p.m. Temperature 75° to 80°F. 
Humidity of Air 8 p.m. 75° of Saturation. 
Dew Point 6 p.m. Temperature 70°F. 


Temperature in barrel next morning Temperature 67°F. 


1. Bacteria, Yeasts and Fungi growing on Apples—Temperature between 
80° and 40°. 

. Drying Fruit Removes Moisture, Prevents Growth of Germs. 

. Canning, By Boiling, Kills Germs. 

. Refrigeration, By Cold, Prevents Germs Multiplying. 

. Warmth and Moisture Change ‘Starch to Fruit Sugar, Germs grow in 
Sugar Solution. 

6. Ice Machine, Produces Cold, Removes Heat. 


It is seen, then, that when the fruit at the time of picking is at 75°F., and 
the relative humidity, or per cent. of moisture in the air is 75° per cent., that 
the Dew-point is 69°F. It is also apparent that to reduce one pound of apples 
from 75°F. to 30°F., or just, below freezing, that 45° of heat must be removed, 
or be absorbed by ice, or some other source of cold. It is usual to say that one 
unit of heat (British Thermal Unit or B.T.U.) raises one pound of water 
through one degree F., or the converse is true that one pound of ice, or its equi- 
valent in cold, will abstract that amount of heat. As a barrel of apples weighs 
about 150 pounds, it is apparent that 150 multiplied by 45 eqw@als 6,750 
B.T.U’s; or that number of heat units will be removed by reducing the tempera- 
ture in the barrel to 30°F.” 


Or H 9 bo 


THE DIRECT CAUSE OF DECAY. 


The reasons that were given for this procedure may require a word or two 
of explanation in other than scientific terms. It clearly establishes, that apples 
taken from the trees and packed immediately contain sufficient natural heat to 
cause sweating. This is followed, of course, by deterioration rapidly develop- 
ing into rot. And, taking place, as it invariably does, in the centre of a barrel, 
causes shrinkage of apples from the top, leaving sufficient space which is easily 
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discovered by a hollow sound when the barrel is tapped with a mallet or hammer 
overseas, and a barrel is then graded as slack, more or less, and the contents are 
correspondingly graded as deteriorating in value. 


Purowuasers Fixrng STANDARDS. 


The market value of the apples is therefore first fixed by these agents of 
the purchasers, so that when the barrels are bid up by auction, they are already 
graded, not by the seller, but by the purchaser. This creates the situation 
respecting which there is no occasion for this Committee making any recom- 
mendation or comment. All that it means is self-evident. 

The next phase is the offering of stated numbers of barrels by auction in, 
for instance, the Liverpool Apple Exchange. 


SELLING TO A CLosE CoRPORATION. 


This Exchange is a close corporation, and a monopoly of apple-buyers. 
The membership of the Exchange is limited. No one who is not a member 
of the Exchange is allowed to make a bid or to trade in the Exchange. But 
any one who is not a member of this Exchange may do business through one 
who is a member, or make purchases through this agency. The Committee 
is informed that the Minister of Agriculture, Hon. Manning Doherty, on the 
occasion of his recent visit to England, secured abundant assurance of the 
practical restrictions surrounding the sale of Canadian apples in the Liver- 
pool Apple Exchange. 
| It is not unfair to presume that this close Corporation, controlling the 
grading of fruit in the manner indicated in the preceding paragraph, and also 
-eontrolling the prices which may be bid upon the fruit in question, is not a 
philanthropic one. The members of this Exchange are shrewd business men. 
They are not there in the interest of the Canadian grower, but are looking 
entirely after their own interests. Every possible excuse is given as a reason 
} for depressing the market and minimizing the value of the apples; and it will, 
‘therefore, be seen by referring to the Reports issued by the Canadian Fruit 
‘Commissioner, who is attached to the Department of Trade and Commerce, 
at Ottawa, that almost from the beginning of the season to the end, regret 18 
expressed that additional arrivals to an already over-stocked market is the 
eause of the comparatively disappointing prices received from time to time 
for the apples that are offered at auction in the Liverpool Exchange, or at 


‘the other market centres. 















CorROBORATIVE OFFICIAL TESTIMONY. 


In an official letter, the Canadian Fruit Commissioner at Liverpool says— 
“Tt is a fact that the buyers are a strongly organized body, active in further- 
ing their own interests, and that some of the regulations they insist on are not 
to the advantage of the Canadian barrel shippers.” 

The Guilds, Associations and combines, which So seriously atfect the 
returns that Canadian apple-growers receive for their product, are among 
the most powerful in the world. It is not within the range of possibility for 
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private dealers to compete with these organizations. They are strongly en- 
trenched and regard their profitable privileges in the light of vested interests. 
Government assistance and co-operation is an absolute necessity. Beyond the 
combines is the purchasing public, who can undoubtedly be successfully 
reached, particularly with anything in the form of food. Everything in the 
nature of eatables finds a market in Great Britain. And upon this fact, your 
Committee bases its assurance that with proper Government assistance upon 
this question, and co-operation between Ottawa and the agricultural interests 
in the various Provinces, a successful policy is capable of development which 
will change for the better the entire agricultural life of the Dominion. 


DEPRESSED VALUES Not BENEFITTING CONSUMERS. 


Now, while this is proceeding in the Apple Exchange, at Liverpool, and 
prices are tumbling far beyond the faintest appreciation of the Canadian 
growers and exporters, no corresponding decline in price or prices being 
charged to the actual consumers anywhere in Great Britain is evident. Apples 
may drop to-day in the Liverpool market to half the price at which they selling 
yesterday, and the consumer pays no less for the apples that are sold to-day, 
than what he may have had to pay for those which were sold at the higher 
price yesterday or the day before. 

It would be difficult to imagine clearer evidence being offered than this, 
of the very serious disadvantages under which the apple product of Ontario 
has been marketer for 40 years, and which exist to-day. These conditions 
will continue to be in evidence for the next 40 years unless some satisfactory 
solution is found to the problem. 


Prices REcEIVED BY GROWERS. 


It is not unfair to suggest that taking the average price received by the 
Ontario apple-growers for the last twenty-five or thirty years, these prices 
have run, probably, all the way from 75 cents to $2.50 a barrel. It igs not 
unfair to calculate that few apple-growers have received, on an average, during 
these years more than $1.25 per barrel in their orchards. 

As your Committee states in a preceding paragraph, the great bulk of 
the Canadian apples have been marketed in Great Britain during these years. 
Your Committee is not in a position to quote from official sources of the price 
or prices paid by British consumers during all these years. But your Com- 
mittee is satisfied that sufficient information has been presented to justify the 
Committee in discussing the question. It will be borne in mind, that apples, 
like very many other fruits and vegetables, are sold to consumers in Great 
britain by the pound. 


GROWERS vs. CONSUMERS. 


Your Committee has been furnished with well authenticated informa- 
tion, proving beyond the shadow of question, that Canadian apples have gen- 


erally been sold to ordinary consumers overseas at prices ranging, usually, at 


7 pence to 9 pence per pound, running to 1/6 in the ordinary business of the 
season. In currency, these figures represent from about 14 to 17 and 36 cents. 


) 
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There have been abnormal periods when ordinary good Canadian apples have 
run from 2/6 (60 cents) per pound, up to 4 shillings (96 cents) per pound; 
which latter figure was reached in December, in 1918. It is an easy calcula- 
tion to make, with an average weight of 135 pounds of apples to a barrel, 
proving that the British consumer ordinarily pays at the rate of from $25 to 
$37.50 a barrel; choice Canadian apples having frequently gone as high as 
at the rate of $75.00 a barrel, and upon one occasion referred to, within the 
past three years, to $130.00 a barrel. And while, at the same time, it is quite 
certain that the producers of these highest priced apples, received no more 
than from $3.00 to $4.00 per barrel for the fruit. 


FuRTHER CORROBORATIVE TESTIMONY. 


Following information that had been presented to your Committee re- 
garding the prices that are paid by consumers overseas, a report of which had 
been cabled to the British press, the Canadian Trade Commissioner at Liver- 
pool, in a letter to the British Ministry of Food, declared that. the overseas 
consumer pays from $26 to $28 per barrel for Canadian apples, and thus the 
retailer, for handling ‘a package over his counter, receiver more than the 
grower does for cultivating, spraying, picking, grading and selecting the fruit 
for export. 


Among the Press comments on the question, the Pall Mall Gazette, one of 
the prominent London journals, stated, regarding prices of Canadian apples 
as specific instances of profiteering by middlemen,—‘The Canadian grower 
gets 27 to 87 shillings ($6.50 to $9.00) a barrel for apples that are sold here 
at 130 to 140 shillings, $31 to $33 a barrel.” It adds,—‘‘What is required 1s 
a system of co-operation, bringing producer and consumer together.” The 
Gazette asks,—“Why do not the Canadian apple-growers establish their own 
agencies here and so cut at the root of the evil against which they protest.” 


Hunpreps or Mitzions oF DoLmars. 


Between 1909 and 1919, the enormous quantity of 15,200,000 barrels of 
apples were exported from Canada to Great Britain. It is difficult to fix the 
actual value of this fruit at the port of consignment, and it would be a need- 
less detail to calculate the average price that was received for the various 
consignments aggregating the total of these shipments. It is fair to suggest 
that the Canadian producers did not receive, on an average, during these 
years, more than $1.50 per barrel. At that average it means that Canadian 
apple-growers were reimbursed for their labor and capital in this particular 
to the amount of $22,300,000. It is certain that, if the apples referred to 
arrived overseas in good condition, the consumers In Great Britain paid on 
an average of from 6 pence (12 cents) to 9 pence (18 cents) per pound for 
these apples. A gross payment of from $225,000,000 to $350,000,000, or 


from ten to fifteen times the amount that was received by the Canadian Grow- 
ers. A statement of this character needs no comment. 


This is the problem which offers the statesmanship of this Province and 
of the Dominion a serious question for early solution. 
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An Enormous. TRADE. 


1922 


The following table furnishes conclusive evidence of the volume and ex- 
tent of the apple trade between Canada and Great Britain. 


Export or Appiys (Canapran Propuce) From Canada. 


PERIOD. QUANTITY. 
BRLS. 
Fiscal Year outs June SOth SOO. 1n cues itnae tee 567,182 
AS ye Oe aed ae 1,664,470 
“ Ay ert ee valet tomy 92448 
“ 10902 Secae eaves 1,075,068 
Z 1900 wah Sed Ad 956,458 
“ LOO Dine eg ORT 
“ LOOR ONY Mie. Be 516,915 
“ GOS? eT .... 1,000,528 
“ TESTU a lol bi Sr SOR Olt 
“ iLL beg .., 1,037,148 
¥ a A LAN i ah ie beds Mods g aE 
Fiscal Year mee March 31st, 1907 (9 months) vere! 
LOOSE Re VIGO TO 
re OOO yee eee 1,092,066 
sf MOL OVS. Clariant te 1,604, 407 
ey ASPs lemon teint rt 523,658 
“ 1012 ea ene 1,664,165 
“ On hee ee 1,324,769 
“ TO ee 947,382 
“ ‘corn aimarmet 1,117,336 
“ TOT eons 577,451 
# U6 Re eg ak an, ee 570,854 
i LOTS bona aueerene ant 103,626 
“ 101 Di daley amudbase 405,058 
“ 102 0sine Seeddeh al 873,882 
“ 192 naires, asic 4.242.919 
Eleven months ending February 28th, 1922 ... 1,661,481 
30,066,821 


VALUE. 
$ 

$1,416,470 
2,502,968 
1,306,681 
2,621,352 
2.578 233 
1,482,927 
1,566,808 
2,758,724 
4.590,793 
2,627,467 
4.083,482 
2.634,609 
4.822.594 
2,804,087 
4,417,926 
1,756,884 
5,104,107 
4,047,806 
3.465,4°75 
2,657,115 
1,766,171 
1,979,574 
408,029 
2,041,076 
4.242219 
8,299,099 
8,041,483 


86,323,159 


The value given in the table includes the cost F.O.B. Canadian shipping 


port, and in some instances the cost of transportation overseas. 


To arrive, 


therefore, at the amount received by producers, these several charges must be de- 
ducted. It is probably a liberal allowance to say that an average of $1.50 per bar- 
rel represents the amount received during these years by the producers. This 
would represent about $45,000,000 received by Canadian apple growers be- 
tween 1896 and 1922 for this product that found a market overseas. 
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Posstntp Consumers’ Cost, $750,000,000. 


If this enormous quantity had arrived overseas in good condition, the 
British consumers would have paid, at the lowest possible calculation, the 
enormous sum of $753,000,000 for these apples. This calculation is made 
upon the actual prices that were paid for Canadian apples overseas in several 
years during this period. And it does not include instances year after year 
of payments of a france and a mark, or the equivalent of one or the other, for 
Canadian apples in leading European cities. 


Unfortunately a considerable quantity of these apples arrived overseas 
in a more or less damaged and depreciated condition. In respect to the actual 
proportion that arrived in good condition, your Committee is unable to arrive 
at any definite conclusion. 


DEPRECIATION Nor ExcusaBLe. 


On the other hand there is no reasonable excuse whatever why the con- 
tents of every barrel should not have been in perfect marketable condition. 
That it was not so is due beyond question to the unpardonable neglect and in- 
difference of all who were in any way connected with the apple interests. Not 
a little share of the blame must be assumed by the various Provincial and 
Federal Departments of Agriculture. During all these years highly paid 
officials have, apparently, been occupied in the export of Canadian perishable 
products. Laws have been enacted and regulations have been issued regard- 
ing the capacity and size of barrels, and the assortment and grading and 
packing of the fruit. : 


THe Great Requisite LAckrna. 


But consideration of the one great requisite to ensure the delivery of the 
fruit overseas in a saleable condition has been omitted. It can searcely be 
conceived that responsible officials, either Provincial or Dominion, were un- 
aware of the necessity of practical steps being taken to prevent this valuable 
fruit from deteriorating between the date of packing and arrival overseas. 
Nor is it conceivable that these officials were unaware of the steps being taken 
by rival countries to present their fruit on the overseas market in saleable 
condition. And yet the fact remains that officialism has been unconcerned 
about this serious situation in regard to Canadian apples for fifty years, while 
other countries, with more perishable fruit, have taken practical and efficient 
steps to market their fruit with much more success and profit to domestic 
producers. During this half century Canadian exporters have lost enormous 
fortunes endeavoring to carry on an export trade under absolutely impossible 
conditions. The statement was made to your Committee by one apple exporter 
that he had lost $200,000 in efforts to carry on the export of Canadian apples 
to the British markets. 

This loss may appear to be individual, but in fact it is national. The 
failure to realize through indifference, ignorance or carelessness, the full 
value of the apple crop in the markets of the world, is as serious in its national 
character as to regard with indifference the destruction of the wheat crop. 
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Equal care should be taken to realize to the full extent the value of every 
kind of fruit that is harvested, particularly when there is no occasion for 
waste or loss in view of the fact that profitable markets are available. 


RESPONSIBILITY OF THIS COMMITTEE. 


As is shown elsewhere in this Report, practical science has provided a 
simple process to secure proper preservation, conservation and the marketing 
of all perishable fruits. By the application of these simple principles, there 
is no occasion for a single consignment of Canadian apples arriving overseas 
in any other than perfect condition, and realizing to the growers of this coun- 
try ample and valuable returns for the labor and capital invested, both in the 
apple and every other fruit industry. Your Committee cannot avoid ex- 
pressing surprise that although three-quarters of a century have elapsed since 
the export of Canadian fruit became a subject for public or Legislative en- 
quiry, it has fallen to a Committee of this Assembly to assume the respon- 
sibility of directing attention to the desirability of Government action, with a 
view of affecting changes in unfavorable marketing conditions that have 
been allowed to exist for much too long a period. The enormous difference 
between the actual price received by the Canadian grower for apples exported 
between 1896 and 1922, $45,000,000, and the collins value of that product 
to the British consumer, $753, 000, 000, needs no PON STE but it represents 
an enormous loss to the Canadian producer. The problem ought to be solved 
to the advantage of Canadian producers. 


AMERICAN vs. CANADIAN APPLES. 


The attention of your Committee was drawn to the difficulty existing be- 
tween the marketing, both for* home consumption and export, of the apple 
crops of Canada and the United States. Information that was received on 
this point prompted the appointment of a sub-committee to visit the United 
States for the purpose of getting information as to the mode and manner in 
which the Eastern United States apple crop is harvested and marketed. The 
Committee did not feel justified in incurring too great a financial lability 
in making these inquiries, and very largely confined themselves to seeking 
information in the State of New York and in the apple growing areas along 
the Atlantic Coast. 

In so far as the Committee was enabled to pursue its inquiries, these facts: 
seemed clear :— 

1. That no American apples are placed on the market, either in 

the United States or abroad, without. going through a pre-cooling 
process. 

2. That in all apple-growing areas, pre-cooling stations are erected 

for this purpose. 


DECREASE IN APPLE ORCHARDS. 


It is evident that for many years the apple-growers have been groping 
in the dark for some solution of their failure to secure a proper return for 
the capital and labour expended upon their orchards. Very many of them 
have long since become discouraged at the outlook. With an abundant crop of 
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magnificent fruit, they were no better off that if the crop was almost a failure, 
owing to the general excuse that the market was glutted. With a poor crop— 
usually of excellent fruit— they still failed to secure much, if any, additional 
increase in price, from the fact that the supply was not equal to the demand. 
The effect of this unvarying discouragement upon apple-growers is evidenced 
by the fact that there are fewer apple trees in Ontario by hundreds of thou- 
sands to-day than there were twenty-five years ago. In the United Counties 
of Northumberland and Durham it is generally recognized that the orchards 
contain 100,000 fewer apple trees than were bearing fruit a quarter of a 
century ago, and these are not being replaced by new plantations or orchards. 


Onrtario’s Maaniricent F'Rvit. 


Considering the unimpeachable fact that there is no part of Canada 
where more magnificent fruit can be grown than in the apple-bearing dis- 
tricts of Ontario, this decline in the number and extent of the orchards is 
exceedingly regrettable, no matter from what standpoint it may be regarded. 
Nature is lavish with her gifts, but there is an unalterable law in nature 
that cannot be ruthlessly violated. Climatic conditions and soils particularly 
suitable for fruit, will not respond with equal satisfaction to the cultivation 
of cereals, and vice versa. Scientific investigation long since proved that the 
ereat fruit growing belts of Ontario are better fitted for fruit growing than for 
any other purpose. Therefore it is all the more necessary that cultivation should 
continue on these natural lines, and that problems connected with these in- 
terests securing a proper return for their capital and labour should be satis- 
factorily solved. 


OcroBerR MARKETED IN JUNE. 


One of the advantages accruing from this pre-cooling process was directed 
to the attention of the sub-committee which visited Northern New York, by 
the statement that at that date (the first week in June) apples were then being 
removed from a cooling station and placed on the American market, enter- 
ing into competition with the fruit from the tropical climates of the United 
States, and for which exceedingly advantageous prices were being received. 
These particular apples had been in these pre-cooling stations for six months. 
The texture of the fruit, as well as the flavour, had been wonderfully pre- 
served, and the fruit was finding a ready active market at that particular 
time referred to. 

Without going into further details, and therefore leaving much to be 
inferred, your Committee respectfully submits that there is open here a 
ereat opportunity for considering a question and solving a problem which 
is of enormous economic interest to the agricultural life of this Province. 


RECOMMENDING GOVERNMENT COLD STORAGE. 


Your Committee unanimously arrived at the conclusion that it was its 
duty to recommend to the Government of this Province the advisability of 
erecting Pre-cooling or Cold Storage Warehouses in several of the apple- 
growing centres of this Province. This conclusion was forced upon the 
Committee by the view that the apple product of this Province could not 
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enter into successful competition with. that of the United States, either in 
the domestic market or abroad, with other than under the same conditions as 
those governing the harvesting and the marketing of the United States pro- 
duct. Whatever doubts the Committee had upon this phase of the question, 
were entirely dispelled by the Report of the Sub-Committee that investigated 
the conditions prevailing in the United States. 


Your Committee fully sympathized with Departmental hesitancy in 
launching on a scheme of this kind without the express authority of the Legis- 
lature, and without. more detailed information than the time at the disposal 
of the Committee had permitted it to secure, and the fear that the expense 
involved in the erection of Pre-cooling and Cold Storage Warehouses, to the 
extent which the Committee was desirous of seeing carried out, was greater 
than might be justified. It was finally decided, however, with the unanimous 
approval of your Committee, that as an- experiment the Government should 
complete, as an experiment, one such Pre-cooling and Cold Storage Ware- 
house in one of the principal apple-growing centres. 


FinanciAL ReEsuuts oF BriagHtTon ExPERIMENT. 


This was eventually carried out and the Cold Storage facflities at 
Brighton were completed in time to test this manner of dealing with apples 
and other fruits of the harvest of 1921. 

The following is a statement of the receipts and expenditures for the 
period of six months, showing a surplus of $434 after providing for six 
months’ interest at the rate of 6% upon the capital invested by the Government 
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Your Committee regards this report as the first season’s experiment as 
particularly satisfactory, and may confidently look forward to more favour- 
able returns in the future when the advantages to be derived from the system 
become better known among the fruit growers. 


TRANSPORTING AND Marketing UNDER 
Suaasestep New ConpDtirions. 


From what has been stated, it is plain that the carefully picked fruit, 
under the proposed new conditions, should be sent directly from the orchard 
in open holders like tomato boxes, where the air can readily move throughout 
the apples when placed in the pre-cooling room. Spring wagons, or motors, 
earefully driven, should be used and hauling be done with the same care as 
picking. Arriving at the Cold Storage such boxes should be placed conveniently 
for cooling in a pre-cooling room, large enough to hold the picking of one 
day. The fruit brought in one day should be cooled during the next twenty- 
four hours, while that cooled yesterday is being packed in the pre-cooling 
room, whence it goes to the adjoining store-room, and these kept cool by sufh- 
cient cold piping. 


Having thus done all possible to conserve the crop harvested, the owner 
associated co-operatively with other fruit growers in the same local cold storage 
and with others in neighboring fruit centres, will be in a position to take 
advantage of the markets through what is obviously necessary,—a shipping 
and selling association. Such really would have its starting point with the 
local orchardist, who if he associates himself with others who have their re- 
presentatives in the foreign or other distant market, will be independent of 
combinations in the degree that the fruit arrives perfect and sound. 


Competition Canapa Musr Meet. 


As evidence of the competition that Canadian apples are meeting with 
in the British market, it may be noted that before the War an experiment 
was made in the shipment of Western boxed apples in ordinary storage with- 
out refrigeration through the Panama Canal. In addition to the lack of re- 
frigeration, the shipment was further handicapped by being delayed for a 


considerable time in an Atlantic port, and, as might have been expected, the 
results were disastrous, the condition on arrival being deplorable. 
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The first experiment in the shipment of boxed apples through the Panama 
Canal in cold storage, direct to a United Kingdom port, was in the autumn of 
1920. The consignment consisting of apples from Seattle, pears and grapes 
from San Francisco, was sold at auction in Southampton on November 30. 
The whole shipment—seven weeks in transit—arrived in perfect condition, 
and the result of the experiment proved conclusively that the Panama Canal 
route—under refrigeration conditions—may safely be depended upon for the 
transportation of even soft fruits. Another most important point to be 
noted in favor of direct water transport is that the consequent diminution of 
handling greatly diminished the normal percentage of package breakage. Out 
of the 31,025 boxes of apples, 183 only required the attention of the coopers, 
and most of these were only slightly injured. The boxes, of course, were all 
wired. The Emperor grapes were packed in cardboard drums, packed with 
redwood sawdust, and arrived absolutely intact. 

The cost of transportation and refrigeration was $1.60 per box, as com- 
pared with 85 cents inland freight to New York and 70 cents ocean freight, or 
a total of $1.55. 

This has since been followed by several other shipments and the reports 
of the conditions in which the fruit reached the British market are equally 
satisfactory. | 

It may also be noted that the New Zealand Government 1s arranging for 
a more careful supervision of shipments of apples from the Commonwealth, 
and is also arranging that the transportation facilities shall deliver the fruit 
in good condition on arrival in Great Britain. 


ToucuiInge UPoN FEDERAL JURISDICTION. 


The next stage is that of shipping fruit, and depending upon the season, 
the distance to the point of export by vessel, or western destination, the prob- 
lems of refrigeration cars will be determined. If shipments are to be made 
from Montreal, from October onwards, it is obvious that tight cars will be all 
that are required against day temperatures, if the fruit leaves the cold storage 
market at 32 degrees. Of course, this means that the transportation delay 
ig not more than twenty-four hours. If such cannot be assured them, ice for 
warm weather is desirable, and warmth in the car during cold weather. A 
similar rule will apply to storage on shipboard. During an ocean passage of 
a ten days’ ship, cold storage is the only guarantee of fruit reaching Liverpool 
in perfect condition for storage, in order that advantage may be taken of the 
best market prices. Nothing is more certain than that all the care of the or- 
chardist in growing, picking, packing, cooling, and shipping his fruit may 
practically be lost, if he is forced to sell his fruit at auction on arrival at 
Liverpool and Glasgow docks. 

An inter-Dominion overseas warehouse co-operative scheme has been sug- 
vested and is desirable, wherein the fruits of Canada can be stored in their 
season, to be followed, possibly, by those from New Zealand and South Africa 
during the succeeding six months. With, however, the extension of cold 
storage methods for handling and shipping carcasses from Calgary and other 
Alberta and American packing-house centres, and the need for storing Cana- 
dian cheese and butter, there should be no difficulty in Canadian producers 
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organizing to provide all the year round, goods for profitable storage at Liver- 
pool or Glasgow. When the science of caring for the matured Canadian pro- 
duct, whether fruit, cheese, butter or meat, shall have been placed on the same 
plane as that of the United States or New Zealand producer, then, when the 


abundant means of land and ocean transportation—with provision for cold 


storage en route, and the relative nearness to European markets—ought to 
place Canada, and especially Ontario, in so favored a position as to guarantee 
a steady and assured profitable trade for all the high-class products which she 
can grow. 


DEPLORABLE PRESENT CONDITIONS. 


The conditions under which apples are transported overseas are, in very 
many instances, deplorable. The appalling waste that occurs en route, result- 
ing in the loss, or extreme depreciation in value, of thousands of tons of the 
choicest produce of our orchards. In one week’s shipments in 1921, the 
Federal Government fruit reports showed that some 30,000-odd boxes of the 
finest Canadian apples had been made unsaleable, or nearly so, because of 
suffering from frost during the voyage to British markets. 

Following are three extracts from Report No. 41:— 

Liverpool—( February 9)—Car of British Columbia ‘“Jonathans”—badly 
frosted. 

Glasgow—(February 10)—3,468 barrels of Nova Scotia apples, ex S.S. 
Canadian Settler, badly frosted. 

Liverpool—(February 11 and 13)—14,000: barrels of Nova Scotia apples, 
ex S.S. Stanmore, very badly frosted and in deplorable condition. 

Glasgow—(February 13)—1,400 boxes of British Columbia “Jonathan” and 
“Waener,” ex S.S. Pretorian, badly frosted. 

These telegraphic reports arrived weekly, beginning with the first autumn 
shipments of fruits reaching British ports, and in nearly every instance 
have told the same tale of shocking loss and waste from frost. 

High-water mark would seem to be reached in third quotation above, 
where even the official commentator is moved to the use of the word “deplor- 
able” in describing the conditions of one single shipment of 14,000 barrels of 
Nova Scotia apples. 


TNDIVIDUAL AND Nationa Loss. 


The farmer is contending with many obstacles. This applies with par- 
ticular force to the fruit-grower. His crop becomes ready for market only 
after having successfully run the gauntlet of pests and the elements, and 


through the application of months of unremitting toil. What has taken a 


whole season to bring to perfection may be lost ina few days by reason of 
lack of facilities for its proper care after picking, or because of inadequate 


agencies for its effective marketing. Not only is the loss a serious one for 


the farmer as an individual, but from a national standpoint, it is an economic 
waste which should not be allowed to continue, if by any means it may ‘e 


prevented. 
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Tue Ocean Rates ComBINeE. 


One of the greatest problems to be solved in marketing overseas products, 
centres around the cost of transportation. Previous to, and for two or three 
years following, the formation of the North Atlantic conference or combine, 
it cost two shillings and six pence per barrel, freight charges, from the Cana- 
dian port to Liverpool. Due partly to the falling off in price of shipping, 
this charge was increased to $2.50 a barrel in 1918. At that time, the Steam- 
ship Service was clearly under the control of the British Government; and a 
Shipping Board fixed ocean freight charges. This year, 1918, the freight 
charges, per barrel, from Montreal to Liverpool, were fixed at 85 cents. The 
shipping companies on their own account (or through the amalgamation of 
shipping interests) actually charged exporters $2.50 per barrel! Since then, 
freight charges have varied, until last year the rates were fixed by a meeting 
of the shipping interests in New York at $1.25 per barrel. Your Committee 
is justified in making the statement that the rate was fixed in New York by a 
general meeting of the shipping interests, inasmuch as this statement was 
made by the representative of the Canadian Merchant and Marine Service at 
a convention of apple-shippers at Presqwile Point last year. On this occasion, 
this gentleman stated that their company would be unable to quote an ocean 
fr eiphit rate for apples, until the question should be decided by the Conference 
which was due to meet in New York in October. There are other phases of an 
incidental inquiry by your Committee, respecting the general conditions un- 
der which Canadian natural products are marketed overseas, and in this con- 
nection your Committee might add incidentally, that in respect to this other 
phase, to which reference will now be made, it may be said that practically 
no jurisdiction or authority rests with your Committee, or with the Pro- 
vincial Legislature. 

The Segre of the disadvantages surrounding the marketing of Canadian 
apples overseas, covered by the preparation for mare transportation by land 
and sea, 1S less or more operative upon all natural products finding a market 
overseas—cheese, butter, cattle, wheat, barley, oats, ete. In one form or 
another these various products pay toll—an’ enormous toll—every cent of 
~which comes directly or indirectly out of the pockets of the growers, or cul- 
tivators, here. And it is this serious phase of the question the ealls ae con- 
sideration and practical action by the Legislature. It is not going too far to 
say that this phase of the subject pr Socal affects every Branch or. form of 
the natural products, not only of the Province, but of the Dominion, which 
finds a market overseas. 


Atut Natural Propucts BEraring BuRDEN. 


The general principles of ocean transportation are applicable to the main 
to any other of the perishable products of this country that have to be mar- 
keted overseas; wheat, flour, grains, dairy products generally, and cattle. All 
these are immediately affected by the marked increase in ocean freight which 
has been steadily going on since the formation of the North American com- 
bine, over twenty years ago. Upon more than one occasion, this aspect has 
seed the attention of tis Federal Government. In a ihapkeet way, so far, 
these increased freight rates have only occasionally. affected the export of 
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flour. It is quite within the range and knowledge of those interested in the 
‘export of grain, that the ocean freight rates upon wheat between Canadian 
ports and Liverpool have varied greatly during the last twenty years. 


Bueepine tHE Farmer Wuire. 


Up to about 1904, the ocean rates upon wheat were 114 cents per bushel; 
by 1913, this had increased three-fold, or to 444 cents per bushel. In 1918, 
ithe steamship companies charged 30 cents per bushel. Rates were increased 
upon cereals, but not to the extent mentioned herein in regard to wheat. There 
‘can be no question as to where the responsibility for the payment of these in- 
‘creased rates was placed. Liverpool, being the wheat market for the world, 
and therefore the place wherein the value of wheat is fixed, it is the inevitable 
‘conclusion that the cost of transportation, whatever that cost may be, comes 
directly out of the pockets of the producers. It makes little difference, if 
‘any, to those who, as grain merchants, deal in these products, what the cost 
‘of transportation may be. Any addition added to cost of transportation costs 
them nothing; the only sufferer or victim is the original producer. 






















Tue Farmer Aas BurpEN BEARER. 


It is, therefore, easy to compute the enormous additional cost which the 
development of recent years has placed directly upon the farming population 
‘of this country. In the aggregate, the extra cost of marketing the farm pro- 
ducts runs into millions of dollars annually, and in the course of ten or fifteen 
years, has run into hundred of millions of dollars, or, in other words, the 
farmers of this country have contributed enormous fortunes to those interested 
in the transportation of the natural products of this country. At the moment, 
your Committee desires simply to direct the attention of the Members of this 
House to this distressing and discouraging phase of the agricultural life of 
‘this country. This question affects not only the farmers of Ontario, but the 
whole farming interests from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

| Ontario does not stand alone in the disadvantages surrounding marketing 
conditions overseas. Authentic information reached your Committee regard- 
ing South Africa’s perishable fruits in England. Pears, peaches and plums, 
most carefully graded, assorted and packed, arriving at Southhampton by re- 
frigerator steamships, in thirty and forty ton consignments, are necessarily 
sold at auction the day of arrival. On official authority, the Committee makes 
the statement that this fruit frequently realizes not more than one-half penny 
per piece, to the grower, owing to the necessity for immediate sale, and the 
arrangements among the wholesale buyers. The following day, the fruit is 
offered for sale to customers in Great Britain at 1/- and 1/6 each—or from 
twenty-four to thirty-six times the price received by the grower, Such glaring 
instances of the workings of different phases of trade combines overseas need 








| 





no comment. 
Tovcnine THE FRINGE ONLY. 


Your Committee is convinced that it has been able only to touch the 
fringe of the problems that are involved in the scope of this inquiry. Many 
of them, and probably the most vital, are beyond the authority, jurisdiction 
‘or control of your honourable House. While these undoubtedly affect in the 
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most direct manner every phase of agricultural life in the Province, power, 
or authority, or control over a possible solution of the problems at issue, is 
more largely within the purview of the Federal authorities. So that in re- 
spect to these aspects of the case, your Committee will confine itself to the 


expression of a hope that these problems may be an early subject for enquiry — 


elsewhere. 


Vira InrEREsts NEGLECTED. 


While it cannot be suggested that the great agricultural interests of this | 


Province have not received attention and consideration from Governments and ~ 


officials during the last fifty years, and while there is little doubt that this atten- 


tion and consideration has evolved many advantages and improvements in the — 


details of farm life, it is also reasonably clear that much has been left undone 
which ought to have been done which might as well have been left undone. The- 


oretically, the great Agricultural interests have received thoughtful care and — 


attention. Practically, the most vital questions have been unnoticed and uncared — 
for. Of officialism there has been a superabundance. In the accumulation of © 


red tape, the bounds of avarice have been exceeded. In the working out of suc- 
cessful Government policies, the outside of the platter and the cup have been 


most diligently cleansed. But -in the great vital necessities of the everyday | 


life of the Agriculturist, the actual return which he should receive for the sweat 


of his brow, very much should have been effected to his benefit, has been left un- — 


considered. 


On the contrary, those in authority, power or control—probably for the — 


want of their attention being called to the necessities of the case—have carelessly 
allowed certain phases of agricultural life under the working out of which 
the farmer fails utterly to secure a proper return for his capital and labor. 


Tue Great Essewrias. 


There are three great essentials to the success of farm life—labor, transpor- 


tation, and market. Without each and every one of these, within moderate limits 
successful farm life becomes impossible; and sooner or later, those engaged in 
agriculture will seek callings elsewhere. Unless the farm life of this Province 
is suecessful—and that it is not as it should be, in this particular, is evidenced 
in the decline of the rural population—this Province cannot possibly retain the 
premier place in the economic councils of the Dominion. Its agricultural life 
is, therefore, of primary importance in the solution of this all-important pro- 


blem. 


PROBABLY OF FEDERAL JURISDICTION. 


The question of farm labor will largely settle itself by immigration or 
otherwise. But the successful solution of the transportation and marketing pro- 
blems is more perplexing and yet is not impossible of solution. It may very pro- 
perly be contended that both of these—transportation and marketinge—are more 
properly within the domain of Federal administration or consideration. Grant- 


ed. Your Committee recognizes that these aspects of the case are Dominion- — 


—- 
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_ wide in interest and authority. It is, therefore, all the more important that the 
_ attention of this honorable House should be directed to this fact, and that the 
_ Province should unite in directing attention elsewhere to the necessity of find- 
ing a solution to these problems. 


INCREASED Cost or TRANSPORTATION. 


During the last twenty-five years, transportation charges on farm products 
to domestic and foreign markets have increased enormously—tive, ten and 
twenty times over previous charges. Every kind of farm preduce igs subject. to 
these additional rates and pays so much additional toll to reach its market. 
Cereals, dairy, livestock, vegetables and fruit, all bear this burden of this ad- 


_ ditional tax. 


No one can doubt but that the farmer, whether he is principally engaged 
in growing cereals, raising stock, cultivating fruit, or dairying, is the only one 


upon whom this burden falls. The sweat of his brow pays. 


—— --~ 





RECOMMENDATIONS BY COMMITTEE. 


Your Committee respectfully submits that facilities shall be provided, 


either under Provincial or Federal jurisdiction to ensure :— 


1. The practical application of the most approved scientific methods to 


_ the cultivation of fruits, with a view to securing the most desirable varieties to 
| meet the demands of the markets in their highest perfection. 


2. The most perfect conditions in the picking and packing of all perishable 
products. 
3. Ample facilities for transportation by land and sea of such perishable 


products to either domestic or foreign markets. 


4, Such arrangements being made overseas by which the present adverse 


' conditions may be overcome, both in the matter of freight and marketing. 


Your Committee believes that it is advisable that the various Provincial 


Governments should co-operate with the Federal Government in the solution of 
_ the problems outlined in this report. 


How tue Province May Assist. 


Your Committee believes that this Province should assume its share of re- 
sponsibility by arranging for the establishing of cold storage warehouses at such 
points in the Province as will best serve the preservation of fruit and other per- 


_ishable products in preparation for or en route to markets. 


And that in this connection special enquiry should be made wherein 


possible markets may become available for fruits and vegetables; for which, 
hitherto, the markets have been somewhat restricted. 


And that steps shall be taken to avoid the enormous annual waste of the 
apple product, for a great part of which markets may be secured under proper 


conditions. 
ProvrincraL STratus AT STAKE. 


Your Committee is fully convinced that this Province can only retain its 
| the markets of the world by possessing equal facilities with those 


] in Sts . : 
proper piace 1 d to agriculturists in other competitive countries, as illustrated 
to) 


that are afforde 
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by the cold storage arrangements for the preservation of fruits in the fruit-grow- 
ing districts of the United States. 

Your Committee is assured that the successful solution of the overseas mar- 
keting conditions of Canadian apples will result in great expansion of the pro- 
fitable export of other natural products of this Province, including pears, 
plums, grapes, cherries and tomatoes, all of which are capable of cultivation in 
profusion in this Province. 


Pusuic ExpENDITURE JUSTIFIED. 


The general result of the enquiries that have been made by your Com- 
mittee, leads to the conviction that the general success of the agricultural life of 
this Province depends upon the satisfactory solution of the problems that are 
imperfectly presented in this report, and that a generous expenditure of public 
money is amply justified in seeking and working out the means whereby the 
advantages suggested shall accrue to the agricultural life of the Province. Your 
Committee believes this question transcends in importance many others which 
engross public attention, and amply justifies favorable consideration on the 
part of the Government and members of the Legislative Assembly. 

Respectfully submitted, 


W. J. Brace (Chairman). 
J. R. Cooxe (Secretary). 
Mannine W. Douerry. 

W. Montcomery. 

C. F. Swayze. 

Gro. M. Lerson. 

Gro. D. Sewer. 

Tuos. Marswatt. 

W. D. Buackx. 
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REPORT 


OF THE 


Standing Committee on Public 
Accounts, 1922 


To the Honourable the Legislative Assembly of the Province of Ontario. 


Your Committee has had produced before it the following accounts, 
vouchers, correspondence, and particulars in connection with the Public 
Accounts of the Province of Ontario for the fiscal -year ended the 31st 
October, 1921, and also certain copies of evidence, convictions, informa- 
tions, letters, vouchers, statements, and other documents relating to the en- 
forcement of the Ontario Temperance Act, which it has carefully examined 
and considered. 

Details in connection with the following items :— 

Chippawa Power Development. 

Item $62,865.69, page Q. 4. 

Hydro-Electric Power Commission expenditures appearing in the 
Public Accounts. 


Lands and Forests. 

Item $5,675.00, page E. 118. 

B. C. Rochester $1,092.96; L. Rochester $710.43; and L. B. Rochester 
$501.45. 

Exploratory aero trip to Hudson’s Bay $6,499.75, page E.118. 


Provincial Highways. 
$9,925,022.75, page 1.13, and $776,011.46, page 1.27. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act. | 
Charges on pages J.39 to 48; D.90; E.53; G.15; H.41, 42; H.71; 


1.10; N.73. 
Votes and Proceedings, page 319, relating to the 31 doctors referred to. 


Ontario Temperance Act. 

Items, $97,991.59, page C. 35; $7,388.88, page C. 37; $2,492.59, page 
C.87; $3,091.91, page C.34; $2,364.30, page 0.35; $2,492.59, page 0.37; 
$9,711.22, page 0.35; $2,220.75, page C.35; $18,017.54, page C.35; $624.38, 
page C.35. 

ol 
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Inspection of Theatres, 
Item, $13,455.76, page K.12. 


Provincial Motion Picture Bureau. 
Item, $6,144.29, page K.13. 


Purchase of Moving Picture Machines. 
Item, $28,505.25, Pathescope Co. of Canada.; films $27,530.42, page 
K.14., : | 


On June ist, 1922, the following Resolution, Moved by Mr. A. T. 
Walker, and seconded by ‘Mr. R. Reece Hall, was passed by the Committee :— 

“That Whereas Mr. T. H. Lennox, Member for North York, in the 
Provincial Legislature, made certain. charges on the Floor of the House against 
the Honourable the Attorney-General, in the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act, the main charge being made in the following words, as 
reported in the Mail and Empvtre newspaper of April 7th, 1922:— 

‘With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show 
that not only does the Attorney-General give employment to thugs and 
criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, 
that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney- 
General assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
Act. I can quite understand the administrator of a Department being 
deceived by his officials and servants, that is inevitable; but I cannot 
conceive nor will the public condone any minister keeping in his employ 
men that have been convicted and served terms to his knowledge in 
the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act.’ 


“And Whereas we, the members of the Public Accounts Committee of 
the Provincial Legislature, after hearing the evidence submitted by the Mem- 
ber for North York and by the Honourable the Attorney-General, are of 
the opinion that no evidence has been produced to prove the said charge, but 
that on the contrary, the Honourable the Attorney-General has proved by 
his own and other evidence, including the production of numerous memoranda 
of instructions and letters, that he has taken every precaution to see that 
only men of good. record are employed in the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act. 

“Therefore, this Public Accounts Committee hereby expresses implicit 
confidence in the Honourable the Attorney-General and in his administration 
of the Ontario Temperance Act. 

“And this Commititee hereby authorizes and instructs the Chairman 
to embody a copy of this Resolution in his Report to the House.” 


The following witnesses were examined :— 

G. A. Gaby, Chief Engineer Hydro-Electric Power Commission. 

W. ©. Cain, Deputy Minister of Lands and Forests. 

W. A. McLean, Deputy ‘Minister of Public Highways. 

F. L. Stuart, Consulting Engineer of Hydro-Electric Power Commis- 
sion, (New York). 
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W. L. Rochester, Culler, (Montreal). 

L. B. Rochester, Culler, (Ottawa). 

Jas. Haverson, K.C. 

R. S. Lea, Consulting Engineer, Hydro-Electrie Power Commission, 

(Montreal). 

H. H. McCutcheon. 

S. McCutcheon. 

Lloyd Gordon. 

EK. D. L. Hammond, Inspector under O.T.A. 

Major Gen, H. M. Elliot, Late Commissioner of Provincial Police. 

W. W. Dunlop, Inspector of Prisons. 

J. A. Ayearst, Chief Inspector, O.T.A. 

A. E. Sarvis, Inspector, O.T.A. 

W. E. Partridge, Inspector, O.T.A. 

J. B. Bryant, Court Reporter, (Welland). 

Frank W. Budway. . 

John Cruickshank, Police Inspector, (Hamilton). 

William Davidson, Police Constable, (Hamilton). 

William McBeath, Police Constable, (Hamilton). 

Thos. Joynt, Hotel-Keeper, (Shallow Lake). 

A. A. Montgomery, License Inspector. 

A. E. Lavelle, Officer of Board of Parole, 

Attorney-General, W. E. Raney, K.C. 

J. D. Flavelle, Late Chairman of Board of License Commissioners, 
(Lindsay). 

Mathew Beckett, Inspector, O.T.A. 

B. C. Rochester, Culler, (‘Ottawa). 

John A. Charlton, Inspector, O.T.A. 

Grant Fielding, Special Officer, O.T.A, 

H. Ellis Gridley, J.P., (Cochrane). 

Joshua Jacques, Hotel-Keeper, (Hamilton). 

W. S. Blackwall, District Inspector of Police. 

Walter T. Moore, District Inspector of Police. 

Samuel Smith. | 

Albert H. Rogers. 

Herbert H. Cross. 

John W. Dickson, Inspector, O.T.A., (Hamilton). 

John R, Smythe, Provincial Constable, (Fort Erie), 

Frank B. Creasy, Provincial Constable, (Bridgeburg). 

T. B. Kirk, Officer, O.T.A. 

I, E. Weldon, Barrister, (Lindsay). 

Frank Smith, Garage-Keeper, (Belleville). 

W. B. McCarger. 

T. H. Lennox, M.L.A. 

Samuel Price, Chairman—Workmen’s Compensation Board. 

Perey W. Bull, Motion Picture Bureau. 

H. M. Blake, Motion Picture Bureau. 

Otter Elliott, Director—Motion Picture Bureau. 
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Your Committee has held, during the Session, twenty-six meetings, and 
submits herewith the Minutes of the Proceedings and the evidence given as 
taken by stenographer. 


Epgar WATSON, 


Chairman. 
Committee Room, 


Toronto, June 8th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
<n | Public Accounts Committee Room, 


Legislative Assembly, | 
Toronto, April 5th, 1922. 
9.30 A.M. 


The Select Standing Committee to whom was referred the examination 
of the Pubic Accounts of the Province for the Fiscal Year, 1920-21 and 
composed of the following members :— 

Messieurs:—Biggs, Bowman, Brackin, Buckland, Carmichael, Clarke, 
Cooper, (Toronto), Cooper, (Welland), Cunningham, Curry, Dewart, 
Doherty, Drury, Ferguson, Freeborn, Godfrey, Grant, Greenlaw, Halcrow, 
Hall, Hay, Henry, Hicks, Hill, Hogarth, Homuth, Johnston, (Simcoe), 
Johnson, (Lanark), Lennox, McAlpine, McCrea, McLeod, McBride, 
MacVicar, Mageau, Magladery, Marshall, Mills, Murdoch, Nickle, Nixon, 
Oke, Pinard, Price, Raney, Rollo, Ross, (Oxford), Sewell, Sinclair, Smith, 
Swayze, Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Watson, Widdifield, 
met this day for organization. 


( 
t 


Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Bowman, Buckland, Carmichael, Curry, 
Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, Hay, Henry, Hicks, Drury, McAlpine, 
McCrae, Mills, Murdoch, Nixon, Raney, Sewell, Smith, Walker, Warren, 
Watson. 


Moved by Hon. Mr. Smith, that Mr. Edgar Watson be chairman of the 


Committee for the Session. Carried. 
Tt was moved by C. McCrea, seconded by W. Hay:— 


“That such official or officer or clerks in the employ of the Attorney- 
General’s Department or in the employ of the Board of License Commission- 
ers enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act or in the employ of any Depart- 
ment of the Ontario Government having the charge or custody of the books 
accounts, vouchers, cheques, receipts or other evidence touching the abcohrel 
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or items referred to in the Public Accounts for fiscal year ending October 
81st, 1921, namely :— 


1, Page C35 Item “Special Officers, Services and 


Expenses.” .... BARA, PaMGe ase peat ely. . ($97,991.59 
2. Page C35 Item “Employment, Detective Agency, 

CUR re lpi arcliis' baat 4 ois) ae (wa fa Th Re See Alle pertcUReTAT 2 2,711.22 
debage ©35-Item “W. N, Simpson... 000. 6...4. 2,220.75 
4) Page; Cab) Item «White, M.' Biyetes? woloe. es. 18,017.54 
5. Page C35 Item “Hammond, D. L., ete.” ....... 2,364.30 
6. Page C34 Item “Hammond, E. D, L., ete.” ..... 3,081.91 
eel eog O35, diem $K,1 i, Elliott.” ... 0.6. oa... o - 624.38 


do appear with such accounts, books, vouchers, receipts and cheques before 
this Committee at its next meeting and that F. E. Elliott, E. D. L, Ham- 
mond, W. N. Simpson, M. E. White, named on page 035 aforesaid to be 
summoned to give evidence in connection therewith at the next meeting of 
the Committee. Carried. 


It was moved by G. H. Ferguson, seconded by Chas. McCrea :— 


“That F. A. Gaby, Chief Engineer of the Hydro-Electrie Power Com- 
mission of Ontario, and W. W. Pope, Secretary of said Commission be sum- 
moned, to attend this Committee at its next meeting and bring with them 
and produce all estimates reports and memoranda or correspondence 
between the Commission or any member thereof and any Minister of the 
Government or between the Commission or any member of the Government 
and any engineer or contractor relating to the Chippewa Power Scheme in 
reference to item $62,865.69, page Q4.” Carried. 


It was moved by C. McCrea, seconded by W. Hay:— 


“That the Deputy Minister of Lands, Forests and Mines (or such officer 
in the Department aforesaid as has a knowledge of the matters hereinafter 
referred to ) appear before this Committee at its next sitting to give evi- 
dence touching item “Gamble, Geo. H., etc., $5,675.00” and appearing at 
Page E118 Public Accounts and that he produce at such time the timber 
berth survey plans and records and the contract, referred to in such item, 
together with all vouchers, cheques, receipts, accounts and correspondence in 
connection therewith.” Carried. 


It was moved by C. McCrea, seconded by W. Hay :— 


Re Items—Pace E86. 


Rochester, B. OC. ... 2. cece cee eect rece cence eens ie Op 
Rochester, Le...s c eee eect eee tect eee e ee eees oie 
Rochester, L. B. .....e eect e reece eee Dovaet, #6 


That the said B. C. Rochester, L. Rochester, L. B. Rochester appear before 
this Committee at its next meeting to give evidence touching above items. 
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And that the officer or clerk of the Government having charge of the vouchers, 
receipts, cheques, and accounts do also appear at the same time with the 
said vouchers, receipts, cheques, and accounts, ete. Carried. : 

The Committee then adjourned to Friday, April 7th at 10 a.m. on the 
understanding that that meeting would be confined to the production of the 
documents required by the above resolutions. 





Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Friday, April 7th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Bowman, Buckland, Cooper, (Welland), 
Curry, Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, Hall, Henry, Hicks, Lennox, McAlpine, 
McCrea, McLeod, Marshall, Murdock, Nickle, Nixon, Oke, Raney, Ross, 
(Oxford), Sewell, Sinclair, Smith, Swayze, Tooms, Walker, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


In accordance with the instructions of the Committee at, its last meet- 
ing, the following persons who had been summoned: appeared and produced 
the documents mentioned :— 


By J. F. Mowat, Chief Officer, Ontario License Board. 

List of vouchers submitted to Public Accounts Committee (1—17, as 
per list.) 

By G. A. Brown, Provincial Auditor, statement of vouchers, receipts, 
cheques, etc. relating to the account of B. C. Rochester, L. Rochester, 
and L. B. Rochester. 

By W. C. Cain, Deputy Minister of Lands and Forests, correspondence 
re Geo. H. Gamble, estimates, surveys and plans. 

By W. N. Simpson, accounts re “Special Officers, services and expenses, 
Employment Detective Agency. W. N. Simpson and M. E, White.” 
Mr. Simpson informed the Committee that M. E. White was ill in 
hospital. 


Messrs. James Hales, Chairman Board of License Commmissioners, 
E. D. L. Hammond, and F, E. Elliot, of the License Department, attended 
as ordered by the Committee. 


Mr. W. W. Pope and Mr. F. A. Gaby attended with certain documents. 
Mr. Gaby was sworn and examined as to the documents he proposed to pro- 
duce, A general discussion took place between the members of the Com- 
mittee, and it was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Lennox “that 
the Committee do now hear Mr. Gaby and permit. him to identify the docu- 
ments brought with him.” 
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It was moved in amendment by Hon. Mr, Raney, seconded by Hon. 
Mr. Doherty :— 


“That the witness be asked to identify the documents produced by him 
pursuant to the subpoena of the Committee and that the consideration of the 
production of further documents by the witness be deferred until the examina- 
tion of the witness and the determination by the Committee as to what (if 
any) further documents are required to be produced.” 

On a vote being taken, the amendment was declared carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. MeCrea:— 


“That Mr, F. A. Gaby be summoned to attend at the next meeting of 
this Committee and produce all reports, estimates, memoranda and corres- 
pondence dealing with the Chippawa development which are part of the 
Hydro expenditures appearing in the Public Accounts.’ 

The motion was agreed to, subject to an understanding, 

“That if the House takes action in this matter in the direction of ap- 
pointing either a Committee of the House or a Commission, the Government 
reserves it to itself to suggest to the Committee that the Committee should 
not proceed further with this matter.” 


Moved by T. H. Lennox, seconded by C. McCrea, 


“That General Elliott—Police Commissioner—be summoned to appear 
before this Committee at its next meeting and to give evidence touching item 
of $97,991.50 set forth at Page C35 of Public Accounts.” Carried. 


It was moved by Mr Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Hall, 


“That Deputy Minister of Highways McLean, be summoned to appear 
before the Public Accounts Committee on Wednesday April, 12th, 1922, at 
11 a.m. to appear and give evidence with reference to certain items under 
“Statutory Provincial Highways Act, 7th Geo. V. Chap. 16, See. 5 
($9,925,022.75) Public Accounts, Page 1-13 e¢ seq., which relate to pur- 
chase of property, purchase of gravel pits, and legal services, and to produce 
all papers and documents relating thereto, and also as to item Page 1. 27 
Department of Public Highways accountably $776,011.46 and to produce all 
papers connected therewith.” Carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Hall, 


“That E. D. L. Hammond be summoned to appear before the Public 
Accounts Committee on Wednesday April 12th at 11 a.m. to give evidence 
with reference to the following items. 

ees O37 “Criminal vestigations R.S.0., 1914, Cap. 23, Sec. 18.” 

Page C37 E. D. H. Hammond accountable ......... $2,492.59 

Page C34 E. D. L. Hammond, 104% months etre. 3,081.91 

Page C35 E. D. L. Hammond, Travelling Expenses . . 2,364.30 
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and to produce all vouchers, papers and documents in possession of the Crown. 
or the License (O.T.A.) officials relating to or bearing to the items referred 
thereto.” Carried. 


On motion it was resolved that the Committee adjourn until Wednesday 
12th instant at 11 a.m, 
Read and Confirmed. 


April 12th, 1922. 





MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS, 


Public Accounts Committee Room. 
Legislative Assembly. 
Friday, April 7, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m. Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
Present Messieurs— 


Biggs Hicks Raney 
Bowman Lennox Ross (Oxford) 
Buckland McAlpine Sewell 

Cooper (Welland) McCrea Sinclair 
Curry McLeod Smith 
Doherty Murdock - Swayze 
Ferguson Marshall Tooms 
Freeborn Nickle Walker 

Hall Nixon Watson 

Henry Oke 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 

In accordance with the instructions of the Committee at its last meeting, 
the following persons who had been summoned appeared and produced the 
documents mentioned :— 


By J. F. Mowat, Chief Officer Ontario License Board. 
List of vouchers submitted to Pubhe Accounts Committee (1-17, as 
per list). 


By G. A. Brown, Provincial Auditor, statement of vouchers, receipts, 
cheques ete. relating to the account of B. C. Rochester, L. Rochester, 
and L. B. Rochester. 


By. C. Cain Deputy Minister of Lands and Forests, Correspond- 


ence re Geo. H. Gamble, estimates, surveys and plans. 


By W. N. Simpson, accounts re “Special Officers, services and ex- 
penses, Employment Detective Agency. W. N. Simpson and M. E. 
White.” Mr. Simpson informed the Committee that M. E. White was 
ill in hospital. 
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Messrs. James Hales Chairman Board of License Commissioners, 
EK. D. EL. Hammond and F. E. Elliott of the License Department, attended as 
ordered by the Committee. 


Mr. W. W. Pope and Mr. F. A. Gaby attended with certain documents. 
Mr. Gaby was sworn and examined as to the documents he proposed to pro- 
duce. A general discussion took place between the members of the Com- 
mittee, and it was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Lennox ‘‘that 
the Committee do now hear Mr. Gaby and permit him to identify the docu- 
ments brought with him.” 


It was moved in amendment by Hon. Mr. Raney, seconded by Hon. 
Mr. Doherty,— 


“That the witness be asked to identify the documents produced by 
him pursuant to the subpoena of the Committee and that the consideration of 
the production of further documents by the witness be deferred until the 
examination of the witness and the determination by the Committee as to 
what (if any) further documents are required to be produced.” 


On a vote being taken, the amendment was declared carried. 
It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. McCrea. 


“That Mr. F. A. Gaby be summoned to attend at the next meeting of 
this Committee and produce all reports, estimates, memoranda and cor- 
respondence dealing with the Chippawa development which are part of the 
Hydro expenditures appearing in the Public Accounts.” 


The motion was agreed to, subject to an understanding 


“That if the House takes action in this matter in the direction of ap- 
pointing either a committee of the House or a commission, the Government 


reserves it to itself to suggest to the Committee that the Committee should 


not proceed further with this matter.” 
Moved by T. H. Lennox, seconded by ©. McCrea, 


“That General Elliott, Police Commissioner, be summoned to appear 
before this Committee at its next mecting and to give evidence touching item 
of $97,991.50 set forth at Page C. 30 of Public Accounts. Carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Sincair, seconded by Mr. Hall. 


“That Deputy Minister of Highways McLean, be summoned to appear 
before the Public Accounts Committee on Wednesday April 12, 1922, at 
11 a.m. to appear and give evidence with reference to certain items pages 
“Statutory Provincial Highways Act, 7th Geo. V. Chap. 16 Sec. 5 
($9,925,022.75) Public Accounts, Page 1-13 et seq., which relate to purchase 
of property, purchase of Gravel pits, and legal services and to produce oe 
papers and documents relating thereto and, also as to item Page 1. 27 Dept. o 
Public Highways accountably $776,011,46 and to produce all papers con- 
nected: therewith.” Carried. 
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It was moved by Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Hall. 


“That E.D.L. Hammond be summoned to appear before the Public 
Accounts Committee on Wednesday April 12 at 11 a.m. to give evidence with 
reference to the following items. 

Page C. 87 “Criminal Investigation R. S. O. 1914 Cap. 23 Sec. 18” 


AGRO, OC Ll, FlammMOnd ACCOUL HO eas seer eee tte, ee $2,492.59 
Pate: OC. 34 oda. bbammong, LUYs? MOU bite 5 oe fn 6 ole ewr ss cree 3,081.91 
Page.C. 85 E.D.L. Hammond Travelling Expenses............ 2,364.30 


and to produce all vouchers, papers and documents in possession of the Crown 
or the License (O.T.A.) Officials relating to or bearing on the items referred 
thereto.” © Carried. 


On motion it was resolved that the Committee adjourn until Wednesday 
12th instant at 11. a.m. ‘ 


Read and confirmed. 
April 12, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Wednesday April 12th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 11 4.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
jenn :—Messieurs Drury, Cooper, (Welland), Ferguson, Freeborn, 


Henry, Hicks, Momuth, Johnson (Lanark), Murdock, Oke, Ross (Oxford), 
Smith, Tolmie, Warren, Watson, Widdifield, 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 
The Clerk of the Committee read a letter from General H. M. Elliott 
stating that he was unable to attend the meeting owing to sickness, with 


an accompanying certificate from his medical attendant, Dr. R. J. Mac- 
Millan. 


Mr. G. A. Gaby, Chief Engineer of the Hydro Electric Power Com- 
mission being sworn, produced the memoranda, reports, estimates and cor- 
respondence, being Exhibits “A” to “Q” filed this day. 

Mr. Gaby was examined by Mr. G. H. Ferguson and others. 

The Committee adjourned to Wednesday, the 19th instant, at 10 a.m. 


Read and confirmed, April 19th, 1922. 


a 
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MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, April 19, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.u., Mr. Watson in the Chair, 

Present:—Messieurs Drury, Biggs, Bowman, Buckland, Clarke, 
Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, Hall, Hicks, Homuth, Johnson (Lanark), 
McCrea, MacVicar, Nickle, Pinard, Raney, Rollo, Sewell, Sinclair, Smith, 
Tooms, Walker, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


Mr. G. A. Gaby, examined by Mr. Ferguson and others, produced 
copies of original tenders on Niagara Development (marked Exhibit “R’”). 

It was moved by Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Drury, 

“That the papers produced by Mr. Gaby or Mr. Pope be left in their 
posssession and produced for use of this Committee, subject to the further 
order of this Committee.” 


Carried. 
It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. McCrea, 


“That Francis Stuart, C.E., H. S. Kerbangh and R. D. Johnston be 
summoned to attend at the meeting of this Committee on Wednesday, 26th 
April imstant, to give evidence and to bring with them and produce all re- 
ports, estimates, memoranda and correspondence they may have touching 
the Chippawa Canal Power Development.” 

Carried. 

Mr. W. C. Cain, being sworn, was examined by Messrs. McCrea, Fer- 
guson and others. 

It was moved by Mr. R. Reece Hall, seconded by Mr. Walker, 


“That Mr. Cain attend this Committee, and produce documents re 
Canadian Aero trip to Hudson Bay, item $6,499.75, Page E 118 of Pub- 
lie Accounts.” 


Carried. 
Tt was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. McCrea. 


“That Messrs. B. C. Rochester, L. Rochester, and L. B. Rochester be 
notified to attend the meeting of the Committee on Friday next, and that 


42 aA, Apprnprx No. 2. 1922 


—~ 


Mr. McMillan, of Rowell, Reid & Co., be communicated with to obtain their 
attendance.” 


Carried. 


The Committee adjourned to Friday, the 21st instant, at 10 a.m. 
Read and confirmed, 


April 21, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, April 21, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Brackin, Clarke, Dewart, Doherty, Fergu- 
son, Freeborn, Hall, Hay, Johnson (Lanark), McAlpine, McCrea, Watson, 
Nickle, Ross (Oxford), Smith, Walker, Warren. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The Clerk of Committee read the correspondence from Mr. E. G. Mc- 
Millan and Mr. D. B. Rochester respecting the attendance of Messrs. B. O. 
Rochester, L. Rochester and L. B. Rochester before the Committee, an 
stated that Mr. L. B. Rochester was present. | 


It was moved by Mr. C. H. McCrea, seconded by Mr. G. H. Ferguson, 


“That in view of the communication received by the Secretary of the 
Public Accounts Committee from D. B. Rochester advising that two of his 
sons were writing examinations at McGill, and that they will not be finished 
until after the 28th instant, the examination of the Rochesters, as requested 
in the original motion fyled, be fixed for May 3rd, 19292.” 


Carried. 


The Clerk of Committee read the telegrams to Messrs. F. L. Stuart, 
H. S. Kerbaugh and R. D. Johnson, and replies of Messrs. Stuart and 
Kerbaugh. 


It was moved by Mr. C. H. McCrea, seconded by Mr. G. H. Ferguson, 


“That Mr. F. L. Stuart be asked to attend the meeting of this Com- 
mittee on Wednesday, April 26th, and Messrs. R. S. Kerbaugh and R. D. 
Johnson be asked to attend the meeting of this Committee on May 3rd.” 


Carried. 
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Is was moved by Mr. G. H. Ferguson, seconded by, Mr...0, Hs; McCrea, 


“That Mr. R. S. Lee, C.E., of Montreal be summoned to attend before 
this Committee on Wednesday, 26th instant to give evidence with regard 
to the Chippawa Power Development and to bring with him and produce 
all estimates, reports, communications, plans and memoranda or copies therof 
in oo possession or control touching the matter of the said development 
work. . 


Carried. | 
It was moved by Mr. Dewart, seconded by Mr. Hay, 
“That tthe next meeting of this Committee be held on Wednesday, 


_ April 26th at 10.30 a.m.” 


Carried. 


Mr. W. A. McLean, Deputy Minister of Public Highways being sworn, 
was examined by Messrs. Dewart, Ferguson and others. 


The Committee adjourned to Wednesday, the 26th instant at 10.30 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 
April 26th, 1922. 


— 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, eee 26th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Drury, Biggs, Clarke, Dewart, Ferguson, Freeborn, 
Greenlaw, Hall, Henry, Hicks, Lennox, McCrea, McLeod, MacVicar, 
Marshall, Murdoch, Nickle, Raney, Sewell, ‘Sinclair, Smith, Walker, 
Warren, Watson. 

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


Mr. F. L. Stuart being sworn was examined by Mr. G. H. Ferguson 
and others. 


Mr. Gaby produced copy of Report of F. L. Stuart dated September 
30th, 1920, which was filed as Exhibit “S.” 


It was moved by Mr. Dewart, seconded by Mr. Sinclair, 


“That Samuel Price, Chairman of the Workmen’s Compensation Board 
(Salary $10,000 per annum), W. B. Wormwith, Secretary ($4,758.34 per 
annum) and D. E. Bell, Medical Officer, ($4,883.33 per annum) employees 
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of the Province under the Workmen’s Compensation Act be summoned to — 
appear before the Public Accounts Committee on the 5th day of May, 1922 
at the hour of 10 a.m. to give evidence with reference to the items charged 
regarding the Workmen’s Compensation Act in the Public Accounts at pages, 
J.39 to 43; D.90, E.53, G.15, H.41 to 42, H.71, 1.10 and N.73, and also 
to produce and show to the Committee all accounts, reports, information, 
correspondence or other documents relating to the 31 doctors referred to — 
in the answer of the Minister of Labour upon Page 319 of the Votes 
and Proceedings of the present Session, and particularly to give evidence 
as to the “inefficient service, neglect or unreliability in giving necessary — 
reports and information, rendering of exorbitant or padded and dishonest 
accounts or other cause and which were not considered to be conducive 
to the proper administration of the Act, and show why the doctors so black 
listed by the Board while in good standing as physicians should have been — 
so dealt with.” 


Carried. 

It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. McCea, 

“That the papers in connection with Item E. D. H. Hammond amount- 
ing to $2,492.59 which appears on page C.37 of the Public Accounts be 
produced.” 

Carried. 

It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. McCrae, 

“That Charles Mathews, Assistant Treasurer, be asked to attend before 
this Committee to give evidence and produce the Cash-book of the Treasury 
Department at meeting on Friday, 28th instant.” 

Carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. McCea, 


“That Mr. E. D. L. Hammond, and Major General Elliot be requested 
to attend for examination at the meeting of the Committee on Friday next.” 


Carried. 


The meeting adjourned to Friday, 28th instant at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


April 28th, 1922. 
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MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS, 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, April 28, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Biggs, Buckland, Clarke, Cunningham, Curry, 
Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, Greenlaw, Hall, Henry, Hicks, Len- 
nox, Marshall, Nickle, Oke, Smith, Thompson, Tooms, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The Clerk of Committee read a letter from W. S. Lea, Montreal, dated 
April 27th, asking that he be paid $150 per day and expenses, to which the 
Committee agreed. 


EK. D. L. Hammond, being sworn, was examined by Messrs. Lennox, Fer- 
guson, Curry and others. 


It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That the following be subpoenaed to attend the next sitting of this Com- 
mittee—namely, Mr. James Haverson, Mr. Dunlop, S. McCutcheon and 
H. H. McCutcheon.” 


Carried, 


The meeting adjourned to Wednesday, May 3rd, at 10 a.m. 
‘Read and Confirmed. 


May 3rd, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, May 3, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 

| i t:—Messieurs Brackin, Buckland, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, 
| ee Hall Hay, Hill, apatites (Lanark), Lennox, McAlpine, McCrea, 
MacVicar, Marshall, Mills, Murdoch, Nickle, Nixon, Pinard, Raney, Smith, 
Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Watson. 


. . 
The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


> oe 
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The Clerk of Committee read the correspondence with Mr. R. S. Lea, ' 


of Montreal, of April 29th and May Ist. 


Messrs. W. L. Rochester, L. B. Rochester, and B. C. Rochester, being | 


sworn, were examined by Messrs. McCrea, Ferguson and others. 

Mr. James Haverson, being sworn, was examined by Mr, Lennox and 
others. 

It was ordered that H. H. McCutcheon and S. McCutcheon attend at 
the next meeting. 


The meeting adjourned to Friday, May 5th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and ‘Confirmed. 


May 5th, 1922. 





MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, May 5th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 ae Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Drury, Clarke, Curry, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, 


Freeborn, Hall, Henry, Johnston (Simcoe), Lennox, McCrea, Magladery, 


Marshall, Murdoch, Nickle, Price, Raney, Ross (Oxford), Sewell, Smith, 
Thompson, Tolmie, Walker, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 
It was moved by Hon. Mr, Raney, seconded by Mr. Walker, 


“That the taking of evidence with reference to the administration of the 
Ontario Temperance Act be proceeded with as the first order at the next meet- 
ing of the Committee and be continued from day to day until the inquiry in 
that regard is concluded, subject to the further order of this Committee.” 


It was moved in amendment by Mr. Tolmie that all after the word “Com- 
mittee’ in the third line be struck out. 

On the amendment being put to the meeting it was declared lost, and 
the original motion was declared carried. 

Mr. R. S. Lea, being sworn, was examined by Mr. Ferguson and others. 

It was moved ‘by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That Lloyd Gordon, Church Street; the Inspector of No. 3 Police 
Station, Hamilton; Sergt. Davidson, Hamilton; and Provincial Officer Part- 
ridge be subpoenaed to attend at the next sittings of this Committee.” 


Carried, 


The Committee adjourned to Tuesday, May 9th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


May 9th, 1922. 


‘ 
4s 
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MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
_ Tuesday, May 9th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Bowman, Brackin, Clarke, Cooper (Toronto), Cun- 
ningham, Curry, Dewart, Ferguson, Greenlaw, Halcrow, Hall, Henry, Hicks, 
Homuth, Johnston, Lennox, Nickle, Nixon, Raney, Sewell, Sinclair, Thomp- 
son, Warren, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 
It was moved by Hon. Mr. Raney seconded by Mr. Lethbridge, 


“That Frank William Budway, Samuel Arton, and A. Arton be sum- 
moned to attend and give evidence before the Public Accounts Committee at 
this meeting.” 


Carried, 
Tt was moved by Mr. Dewart, seconded by Mr. Sinclair, 


“That J. B. Bryant, Court Reporter at Welland, be summoned to appear 
before the Public Accounts Committee on Thursday, the 11th day of May, 
at 10 a.m., to give evidence on oath and to produce his notes of the evidence 
in the cases under the O.T.A. tried before His Worship, P. M. Goodwin, at 
Welland, on February 26th, 1921, against Luther Merritt, Jack Demartell 
and Carl Holt: : 

And, also, that J, F. Mowat, Chief Officer, produce before the said Com- 
mittee at the same time and place, all accounts showing the employment and 
amounts paid to special O.T.A. Officers, West, Cox, and Lodge during the years 
1920 and 1921.” 


Carried, 
It was moved by Dewart, seconded by Mr. Sinclair, 


“That J. F. Mowat, Chief Officer, W. T. Pullan, Special Officer, O.T.« 
and W. S. Dingman, Vice-Chairman O.T.A. Board, be summoned to appear 


~ before the Public Accounts Committee, at the Parliament Buildings, on Wednes 


day, the 11th day of May, at 10 a.m., to give evidence on oath respecting the 
item of W. T. Pullan, 4% months, $570.70., (Public Accounts, page O-34) 
and also, all other payments made to the said W. T. Pullan since the 31st 
day of October, 1921, and to produce all accounts covering the said item and 
other payments, and particularly to produce all papers, letters or other docu- 
ments, received from any source relating to the case of George Cruickshanks. 
tried before CO. A. Reid, Police Magistrate, at Goderich on or about the 10th 
day of August, 1921; and also, that the Honourable W. R. Raney, Attorney 
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General for the Province of Ontario be summoned to appear before the same 
Committee at the same time and place, to give evidence on oath respecting 
the case above set out, and particularly to produce all correspondence, letters, 
or copies of letters, between him and any other person, and all documents 
in his possession or power relating to the said case, the evidence or copy 
of the evidence in the case including three Statutory Declarations filed or 
deposited with him or in his Department; and also that George Cruickshanks, 
Railway Conductor, (8 Galley Avenue), Toronto, Harry Riordon of God- 
erich, Telegraph Operator, and Chas. M. Lechie, of Goderich, Trainman, 
be summoned to appear and give évidence on oath before the said Committee 
in the same matter, on Thursday, the 11th day of May, 10 a.m.” 


Carried, 


H. H. McCutcheon, being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox, and 
others. 


The witness produced a letter to him from Major General H. H. Elliott, 
Commissioner of Provincial Police, dated January 20th, 1922, which was 
marked as Exhibit ‘T.”’ 


The meeting adjourned to Wednesday, May 10th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 
May 10th, 1922. 


‘ MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, May 10th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Bowman, Brackin, Clarke, Cunningham, Curry, 
Dewart, Ferguson, Freeborn, Greenlaw, Hall, Henry, Hicks, Homuth, John- 
son (Simcoe), Johnson (Lanark), Lennox, McCrea, Mageau, Marshall, 
Murdoch, Nixon, Oke, Raney, Smith, Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, 
Warren, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The examination of H. H. McCutcheon, was continued by Mr. Lennox 
and others, and the witness was cross-examined by the Attorney-General and 
others. 


The witness produced a letter to him signed by Mr. T. H. Lennox, dated 
February 9th, 1922, which was filed as Exhibit “UW.” 


en 
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It pe moved by Mr. Tolmie, seconded by Mr. Ferguson, 

“That the witness receive the protection of the Committee.” 
Carried, 

The examination of the witness was concluded and he was discharged. 
It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That Mr. Jackes, Hotelkeeper, Hamilton, be summoned to appear be- 
fore this Committee on Friday next.” 


Carried, 
It was moved by Mr. Tolmie, seconded by Mr. Dewart, 


“That W. T. Pellow, License Inspector at Goderich, be summoned to ap- 
pear before the Public Accounts Committee, at the Parliament Buildings, on 
Thursday, the 11th day of May, at 10 a.m., to give evidence on oath respect- 
ing an item of “Huron, $3,497.87” at page C-34 of the Public Accounts; and 
also, regarding the case of George Cruickshanks, tried before C. A, Reid, 
Police Magistrate, at Goderich, on or about the 10th day of August last; also 
that J. F. Mowat, Chief Officer, O.T.A., be summoned to appear at the same 
time and place to produce all accounts included in the said sum of $3,497.87.” 


Carried, 
The Committee adjourned to Friday, May 12th at 10 a.m. 
‘Read and Confirmed. 
May 11th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS, 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Thursday, May 11th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Buckland, Curry, Ferguson, Freeborn, Hall, Henry, 
Hicks, Hill, Lennox, McCrea, Marshall, Nixon, Pinard, Raney, Sewell, Sin- 
clair, Smith, Tolmie, Tooms, Warren, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


H. H. McCutcheon, recalled, was examined by the Attorney-General. 
The witness asked permission to make a statement respecting Mr. Sarvis. 


S, McCutcheon, being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox and others. 


Lloyd Gordon, being sworn, was examined by Mr, Lennox and others. 
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Major General H. M. Elliott, being sworn, was examined by the Attor- 
ney-General and others. 


The Committee adjourned to Friday, May 12th, 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 
May 12th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
| Public hebsanes Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, May 12th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Buckland, Clarke, Cunningham, Ferguson, Free- 
born, Grant, Henry, Hicks, Lennox, McCrea, MacVicar, Marshall, Murdoch, 
Nixon, Raney, Thompson, Tolmie, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The examination of Major General H. M. Elliott, was continued by Mr. 
Lennox, and others. The examination was concluded and witness discharged: 


W. W. Dunlop, Inspector of Prisons and Public Charities, being sworn, 
was examined by Messrs, Lennox, Ferguson and others. 


A copy of an Order-in-council, dated May 20th, 1921, respecting Extra 
Mural Employment of persons under sentence and a copy of the said rules 
and regulations, were filed, and marked as Exhibit ‘“V.” 


It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That the following be subpoenaed to attend the next sittings of this Com- 
mittee, for the purpose of giving evidence: Dr. Lavelle, J. A. McElhiney, 
A. N. Middleton, Thos. Joynt, Shallow Lake, E. Ellis Gridley, Cochrane.” 


Carried, | 
It was moved by Hon. Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. A. T. Walker. 


“That Mr. J. D. Flavelle, F. B. Creasy, J. R. Smythe, Howard Case, and 
Grant Fielding be summoned to attend and give evidence before this Com- 
mittee, on the 16th day of May, at 10 a.m.” 


Carried. 


The Committee adjourned to Tuesday, May 16th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and! Confirmed. 


May 16th, 1929, 
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MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
| Tuesday, May 16, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Curry, Dewart, Ferguson, Grant, Hall, Ho- 
muth, McCrea, Marshall, Nixon, Pinard, Raney, Sinclair, Thompson, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


J. A. Ayearst, being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General and 


others. 


The witness produced a receipt for Liquor, dated September 2, 1922, to 


Alexander S. Courrian, from the Board of License Commissioners, which was 
marked as Exhibit “VV.” 


A. E, Sarvis, being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General and 


others. 


It was moved by Mr. Dewart, seconded by Mr, Lang, 


“That Inspector McCarthy, Record Officer of the Toronto Police Depart- 


ment, and Curran Morrison, Police Clerk for the City of Toronto, be sum- 
-moned to appear before the Public Accounts Committee, at the Parliament 
- Buildings, on Thursday, the 18th day of May, a. p., 1922, at 10 a.m., to give 
evidence upon oath and to produce the record of all charges for B.O.T.A. in 
the Police Court, for the City of Toronto, against Nathan Slavin, and Fanny 


Slavin, respectively and also against Nathan Slavin, H. H. McCutcheon and 
one Gross upon a charge of conspiracy about October, 1920, showing the date, 


nature of charge, and result, whether conviction or acquittal, with penalty im- 
posed, if any, and also the information and papers in each case, including and 
' subsequent to the charge against Nathan Slavin, tried before a Police Magis- 


trate for the City of Toronto, on the 14th day of December, 1918.” 


Carried. 


W. FE. Partridge, being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General, 


Hon. Mr. Ferguson and others. 


The witness produced a copy of a letter (not addressed or signed) from 


him to Major General Elliott, dated June 21, 1921, which was marked as 
“Exhibit “W.” 
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It was moved by Hon. Mr. Raney, and seconded by Mr. Hall, 


That in the matter of Mr. Lennox’s charges against the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Department, in connection with the enforcement of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act, the Committee do, to-morrow, hear the statements on oath of Mr. 
Lennox and the Attorney-General, 


Carried. 


The Committee adjourned to Wednesday, May 17th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


May 17th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee Room, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, May 17th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present :—Messieurs Buckland, Clarke, Dewart, Halcrow, Hall, Henry, 
Hicks, Lennox, McCrea, Mageau, Marshall, Mills, Murdoch, Nixon, Price, 
Raney, Rollo, Smith, Thompson, Tolmie, Walker, Warren, Watson, 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


_ J. B. Bryant, being sworn, was examined by Mr. Dewart. The witness 
identified the evidence of February 26th to 21st, in the cases of : Rex v. 
Luther Merritt; Rex vy. Carl C. Hall; Rex v. Jack Demartell. 


The witness was discharged. 


Mr. T. H. Lennox and the Attorney-General made statements concern- 
ing giving their evidence before the Committee and Mr. Dewart made a state- 
ment respecting the procedure in the matter of giving evidence, 


Frank W. Budway, being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Lennox and others. The witness produced a statement signed by him 
dated ‘April 4th, 1922, which was marked as Exhibit “X.” 


The Secretary of the Workmen’s Compensation Board produced certain 
documents referred to in the resolution of Mr. Dewart, on April 26th. 


It was moved by Mr. Raney, seconded by Mr. Hall. 


“That in the matter of Mr. Lennox’s charges against the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Department in connection with the enforcement of the O.T.A., the 
Committee do, to-morrow, hear the statements on oath of Mr. Lennox and 
the Attorney-General.” 


a 
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It was moved in amendment by Mr. C. H. McCrea, seconded by Major 
Tolmie, 


“That the Attorney-General be heard to-morrow, if he desires, but that 
Mr. Lennox present his side of the case in his own way to the Committee 
and that Mr. Lennox go into the box (if he is willing), after he has presented 
the evidences of his witnesses first.” 


It was moved in amendment to the amendment, by Mr. Clarke, seconded 
by Mr. Mageau, 


| “That Thursday and Friday Committee meeting be devoted to hearing any 
_more evidence by witnesses relating to O.T.A., and that Tuesday next be 
taken up to hear the evidence of the Attorney-General and Col, Lennox.” 


The amendment to the amendment, being put to the meeting, was de- 
celared carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Tolmie, seconded by Mr. Clarke, 


| “That the name of Samuel J. Dickson, Chief of Police for the City of 
Toronto be substituted for that of Inspector McCarthy in the resolution 
passed by the Committee on the 16th day of May instant, upon the motion 
of Mr. Dewart calling for the production of certain records and papers 
in the case of Nathan Slavin, Fanny Slavin and others.’ 











Cia 










The Committee adjourned to Thursday, May 18th, at 10 a.m. 


Read and Confirmed. 
May 18th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 
Public Accounts Committee, 


Legislative Assembly, 

I~ Thursday, May 18th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Curry, Greenlaw, Johnston, (Simcoe), 
MacBride, Mills, Swayze, Walker, Buckland, Dewart, Hall, Lennox, 
‘MacVicar, Raney, Tolmie, Warren, Clarke, Freeborn, Hicks, McCrea, 
‘Marshall, Sewell, Tooms, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


S. J, Dickson, Chief of Police, Toronto, Ont., produced a sealed envelope 
containing certain documents asked’ for by the Committee, on the under- 
‘standing that the envelope is not to be opened or papers examined, unless 
Tequired by the Committee. 
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Curran Morrison, Police Court Clerk, Toronto, produced certain in- 
formations and convictions against Nathan Slavin and Annie Slavin and 
certain informations against Fanny Slavin and Natham Slavin which were 
marked as Exhibits “Y,” “Z,” “A.J,” “‘B.1,” respectively. 


It was moved by Mr, Lennox, seconded by Mr. MacBride, 


“That the following be subpoenaed to attend the next meeting of this 
Committee :—Ex-Provincial Officer Baugh, Ex-Provincial Officer Stanley 
Hallam, Ex-Provincial Officers Andrews, McCarger, Joseph Martin, 
Operators Raymond Phillips and Tony Phillips, and that Mr. Warren be 
invited to give evidence and Mr, Dyre, Crown Attorney for Grey, and 
produce the ‘evidence given at the trial of Rex v. Joynt.” 


Carried. 


Inspector John Cruikshank being sworn, was examined by Messrs. 
Dewart, MacBride and others. 


Mr. J. W. Curry took the Chair temporarily in place of Mr. Watson. 


William McBeath being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox and 
The witness was discharged. 


Inspector John Cruikshank was further examined by Messrs. MacBride, 
Curry, the Attorney-General and others. The witness was discharged. 


William Davidson being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox add 
others. The witness was dischatged: 


i Thos. Joynt being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox, the Attorney- 
General and others. The witness was discharged. 


It was moved by Mr. McCrea, seconded by Major Tolmie, 


“That Inspector Sturdee, of Hamilton, be summoned to appear at the 
meeting of the Committee on Tuesday next.” 


Carried. 

The Committee adjourned to Friday, May 19th, at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 

May 19th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, May 19th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Buckland, Cooper, (Welland), Curry, fe 
Freeborn, Raney, Thompson, Tolmie, Hall, Henry, Hicks, Johnson, 


_ i ae 





} 








ordered by the Committee to be summoned being at present under restraint 


ae Di ml UE T) Gt, respectively. 
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(Simcoe), Lennox, McCrae, Walker, Warren, MacBride, MacVicar, Marshall, 
Mills, Murdoch, Nickle, Watson, Widdifield. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


A. A. Montgomery, License Inspector for Toronto, Ont., being sworn, 
was examined by Attorney-General and Mr, Lennox and others. 


It was moved by Mr. Nickle, seconded by Mr. Johnston, (Simcoe), 
“That in the event of it being ascertained that any of the witnesses 


in Gaol, Reformatory or Penitentiary, that the Chairman forthwith com- 
municate with the proper authorities to facilitate his, or their attendance.” 


Carried. 
The Committee adjourned to Tuesday, May 28rd, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 


| Read and Confirmed. 


May 23rd, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Tuesday, May 23rd, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair, 


Present :—Messieurs Clarke, Curry, Ferguson, Freeborn, Hall, Hay, 
Hicks, Hill, Johnston, (Simeoe): Johnson, (Lanark), McCrea, MacBride, 
PMacVicar, Murdoch, Nickle, Nixon, Pinard, Raney, Rollo, Sewell, Sinclair, 
Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Watson, Widdifield. 


The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 
Mr. Warren made a statement to the Committee. 

A. E. Lavelle being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox. 
Statements were made by the Attorney-General and Mr. Lennox, 


The So aoe. produced requisitions for liquor as follows :— 


ey No. 2962 
G.D. 6008 
G.D. ” 6004 
ReYS eR 2085 
EY. yo oae 


which were marked as Exhibits 


The Attorney-General was examined by Mr. Lennox. 
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J. D. Flavelle being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General and 
others. 
The witness was discharged. 
It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. MacBride, 


“That Joseph Martin, Earl McCoy- and B. McCarger be summoned 
before the Committee on Thursday morning next. 


Carried. 


Mathew Beckett being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and others. 


The witness was discharged. 


John A. Charlton being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and others. 


Mr. Lennox referred to Certificates of previous convictions of the follow- 
ing persons, viz:—Leonard Belair, April 25th, 1921; Stanley Nash, 
June 11th, 1919; Wm. J. O’Leary, November 2nd, 1921; Tony Phillips, 
August 12th, 1918; Raymond Phillip, October 7th, 1919; Vincent Nash, 
November 6th, 1917; Walter C. Ingram, July 26th, 1921. 


The Committee adjourned to Thursday, May 25th, 1922, at 9.30 A.M. 
Read and Confirmed. | 
May 25th, 1922. 





MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Thursday, May 25th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Brackin, Clarke, Cunningham, Curry, Ferguson, 
Hall, Freeborn, Henry, Hicks, Johnston, (Simcoe), Lennox, McCrea, 
MacVicar, Marshall, Nickle, Pinard, Raney, Ross, (Oxford), Sewell, Sinclair, 
Tolmie, Warren, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


Grant Fielding being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and Mr. Lennox. 


It was moved by Mr. McCrea, seconded by Mr. Lennox, 


“That the witness, Fielding, be directed to answer the question of 
Col. Lennox as to who accompanied him (Fielding) to Sutton the night of 
the raid in re Ontario Temperance Act, other than the officers.” 
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On the Yeas and Nays being taken, the motion was declared lost. 
H. Ellis Gridley being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox and others. 
The witness was discharged. 


Joshua Jacques being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox, the Attorney- 
General and: others. 


The witness was discharged. 
W. S. Blackwall being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General. 


Walter T. Moore being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General] 
and others. 


Samuel Smith being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox, the Attorney- 
General and others. 


The Attorney-General read a statement of witness, dated May 22nd, 
1922, which was verified by the witness as correct, and was marked Ex- 
minit., t1.1.”? 


J. A. Ayearst was recalled and examined by the Attorney-General. 


The Committee adjourned to Friday, May 26th, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


May 26th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, May 26th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., Mr. Curry in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Brackin, Curry, Dewart, Ferguson, Greenlaw, 
Hall, Henry, Homuth, Johnston, (Simcoe), Lennox, McCrae, MacBride, 
Murdoch, Nickle, Price, Raney, Sewell, Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, 
Warren, Widdifield. ; | 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The following witnesses being sworn were, by the permission of the 
Committee, examined by J. A. Ayearst, Inspector of Prisons, and also by 
members of the Committee:—John: A. )Charlton, Albert H. Rogers and 
Herbert H. Cross, | 


J. A. Ayearst was re-examined by the Attorney-General. 


John W. Dickson being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and others. 


% 
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John R. Smythe being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and Mr. Lennox. 


Frank B. Creasy being sworn, was examined by the Attorney-General 
and others. : 


Grant Fielding was re-examined by Mr. Lennox, 


E. D. L. Hammond was re-examined by Hon. Mr. Ferguson, the 
Attorney-General ‘and others. 


J. A. Ayearst was re-called to enable him to make a statement. 
It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That H. R. Boal, Amusement Tax Inspector, be summoned to give 
evidence before this Committee on Tuesday next.” 


Carried. 
It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. McCrae, 


“That William Graham, of Sutton, be summoned to appear before 
this Committee at its next sitting to give evidence.” 


Carried. 


The Committee adjourned to Tuesday, May 30th, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


May 30th, 1922. 





MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS, 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Tuesday, May 30th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.80 a.m., Mr, Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Hon. Mr. Drury, Biggs, Cunningham, Dewart, 
Grant, Halerow, Hay, Hicks, Hill, Homuth, Johnston, (Simcoe), Lennox, 
McCrea, MacBride, Marshall, Murdock, Nickle, Nixon, Pinard, Raney, 
Sinclair, Smith, Tolmie, Warren, Watson, Widdifield. 


The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 
T. B. Kirk being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox. 

I, E. Weldon being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox. 
Frank Smith being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox. 
W. B, McCarger being sworn, was examined by Mr. Lennox. 


F. W. Budway was re-examined by the Attorney-General. 
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The Attorney-General made a favourable statement respecting Major- 
General H. M. Elliot, late Commissioner of the Provincial Police. 


Mr, Lennox made a statement respecting the charges he had made in 
the Legislature and was questioned thereon by the Attorney-General. 


It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. MeCrea, 


“That J. G. Smith, St. Thomas, and E. Hennesey be summoned before 
this Committee to give evidence on Thursday, June Ist.” 


Carried. 


The Committee adjourned to Thursday, June Ist, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 


June Ist, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Thursday, June Ist, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Rollo, Mills, McAlpine, Halcrow, Hon. Drury, 
Biggs, Buckland, Carmichael, Curry, Dewart, Doherty, Ferguson, Freeborn, 
Grant, Sewell, Pinard, McCrea, Hill, Hall, Hay, Henry, Hicks, Homuth, 
Johnston, (Simcoe), MacViear, Murdoch, Nickle, Nixon, Smith, Price, 
MeLeod, Johnson, (Lanark), Raney, Ross, (Oxford), Sinclair, Thompson, 


Tolmie, Walker, Warren, Watson, Widdifield, Tooms, | 
The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 
It was moved by Mr. Walker, seconded by Mr. R. Reece Hall, 


“That whereas Mr. T. H. Lennox, Member for North York in the Pro- 
vincial Legislature made certain charges on the Floor of the House against 
the Honourable the Attorney-General in the enforcement of The Ontario 
Temperance Act the main charge being made in the following words as 
reported in the Mail and Empire newspaper of April 7th, 1922 :— 


‘With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show 
that not only does the Attorney-General give employment to thugs and 
criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, 
that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney- 
General assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
Act. I can quite understand the administrator of a Department being 
deceived by his officials and servants, that is inevitable; but I cannot 
conceive nor will the public condone any minister keeping in his employ 
men that have been convicted and served terms to his knowledge in 
the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act.’ 
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“And Whereas we, the members of the Public Accounts Committee of. 


the Provincial Legislature, after hearing the evidence submitted by the Mem- 
ber for North York, and by the Honourable the Attorney-General, are of 
the opinion that no evidence has been produced to prove the said charge, 
but that on the contrary, the Honourable the Attorney-General has proved 
by his own and other evidence, including the production of numerous mem- 
oranda of instructions and letters, that he has taken every precaution to see 
that only men of good record are employed in the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act. 


“Therefore, this Public Accounts Committee hereby expresses implicit 
confidence in the Honourable the Attorney-General and in his administration 
of the Ontario Temperance <Act. 


“And this Committee hereby authorizes and instructs the Chairman to 
embody a copy of this Resolution in his report to the House.” 


On the question being raised as to whether the Motion was in order, 
and the Chairman having ruled in the affirmative, Mr. Tolmie appealed 
from the ruling of the Chair. Upon the yeas and nays being taken the 
ruling of the Chair was sustained by the following vote :— 


To sustain the ruling, Messrs. Drury, Biggs, Cunningham, Curry, 
Doherty, Freeborn, Hall, Hicks, Johnston, (Simcoe), Johnson, (Lanark), 
McAlpine, MacVicar, Murdoch, Nixon, Rollo, Ross, (Oxford), Sewell, 
Smith, Tooms, Walker, Widdifield—22. 


Against the ruling, Messrs. Buckland, Dewart, Ferguson, Hill, McLeod, 
Pinard, Sinclair, Thompson, Tolmie—9. 


Messrs. Nickle and Raney did not vote. 
It was moved in amendment by Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 


“That this Committee aiffirms its position under the rules and pre- 
eedents, as a Committee of inquiry only into the Public Accounts of the 
Province, and to report the evidence to the House, and that it is beyond 
its well recognized powers to make a finding upon the evidence, as pro- 
posed by the Resolution.” 


It was moved in amendment to the amendment by Mr. W. F. Nickle, 


seconded by Mr. C. H. Buckland, 


“That all the words after the word ‘that’ be struck out and the following 
substituted therefor: 


‘That this Committee report the evidence taken in reference to the 
charges of the Member for North York against the Attorney-General and 
his Department to the House for consideration and action.” 


Upon the yeas and nays being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was declared lost upon the following vote:— _ , 
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In favour of the amendment to the amendment, Messrs. Buckland, 
Dewart, Ferguson, Halcrow, Henry, Hill, McLeod,Nickle, Pinard, Sinclair, 
Thompson, Tolmie—12. 


Against the amendment to the amendment, Messrs. Drury, Biggs, 
Carmichael, Cunningham, Curry, Doherty, Freeborn, Hall, Hicks, Johnston, 
(Simcoe), Johnston, (Lanark), McAlpine, MacVicar, Mills, Murdock, Nixon, 
Rollo, Ross, (Oxford), Smith, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Widdifield—23. 


Not voting, Hon. Mr. Raney. 


Upon the yeas and nays being taken upon the amendment to the main 
motion, the amendment was declared lost, upon the following vote: 


t In favour of the amendment, Messrs. Buckland, Dewart, Ferguson, 
-. Halerow, Henry, Hill, McLeod, McCrea, Pinard, Price, Sinclair, Thompson, 
Tolmie—13. 


: Against the amendment, Messrs. Drury, Carmichael, Curry, Doherty, 
Freeborn, Biggs, Hall, Hicks, Johnston, (Simcoe), Johnson, (Lanark), 
McAlpine, MacVicar, Mills, Murdoch, Nixon, Rollo, Ross, (Oxford), Sewell, 
Smith, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Widdifield—23. 


Not voting, Hon. Mr. Raney, and Mr. Nickle. 


The Yeas and Nays being taken, the main motion was carried upon the 
following vote: 


In favour of the motion, Messrs. Drury, Biggs, Carmichael, Cunning- 
ham, Curry, Doherty, Freeborn, Hall, Hicks, Johnston, (Simcoe), Johnson, 
(Lanark), McAlpine, MaeVicar, Mills, Murdoch, Nixon, Rollo, Ross, 
(Oxford), Sewell, Smith, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Widdifield—24. 


Against the motion—None. 


The following members did not vote, Messrs. Buckland, Dewart, 
Ferguson, Halcrow, Henry, Hill, McCrae, McLeod, Nickle, Pinard, Price, 
Raney, Sinclair, Thompson, Tolmie—15. 


It was moved by Mr, MacVicar, seconded by Mr. Freeborn, 


“That this Committee requests that the evidence taken before this Com- 
mittee be printed and reported to the House.” 


Carried. 


It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Thompson, 
“That P. W. Bull, Clerk in the Motion Picture Bureau, be summoned 
to give evidence before this Committee at its next meeting.” 


Carried. 

The Committee adjourned to Friday, June 2nd, 1922, at 9.30 a.m 
Read and Confirmed. 

June 2nd, 1922. 


62 AppENDIx No. 2. 1922 
Feather erp te gh Aa 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Friday, June 2nd, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m. Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Buckland, Dewart, MsAlpine, McRea, Mulls, 
Murdoch, Nickle, Rollo, Tooms, Warren, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 


The Clerk of the Committee read the motion of Mr. Dewart, of April 
26th, calling upon Messrs. Price, Wormwith and Bell to appear and give evl- 
dence before the Committee. 


Samuel Price being sworn, was examined by Mr. Dewart. 


The witness produced a Form of “Doctor’s Account,” which was marked 
ag Exhibit “T.1.” 


The Committee adjourned to Tuesday, June 6th, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 


Read and Confirmed. 
June 6th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Tuesday, June 6th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 Alness Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Buckland, Dewart, Greenlaw, Hicks, Homuth, 
McAlpine, MacVicar, Murdoch, Nixon, Pinard, Sinclair, Smith, Swayze, 
Thompson, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Watson, Widdifield. 


The minutes of the previous meeting were read and confirmed. 


The examination of Samuel Price was continued by Mr. Dewart. The 
witness was discharged. 


The Committee adjourned to Wednesday, June 7th, 1922, at 9.30 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 
June 7th, 1922. 
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MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Wednesday, June 7th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Biggs, Buckland, Carmichael, Curry, Dewart, 
Ferguson, Grant, Greenlaw, Hall, MacVicar, Murdoch, Nickle, Nixon, 
Ross, (Oxford), Smith, Thompson, Tolmie, Tooms, Walker, Warren, Watson, 
Widdifield. 


The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 
It was moved by Mr. Nickle, seconded by Mr. Buckland, 


“That the Committee suggest to its successor the wisdom of making 
arrangements by which a copy of the evidence taken from time to time be 


- available, at a place to be designated, to any member of the Committee.” 


Carried. 

W. A. McLean being sworn, was examined by Mr. Dewart. 
Perey W. Bull being sworn, was examined by Mr. Ferguson. 
It was moved by Mr. Ferguson, seconded by Mr. Smith, 


“That Mr. H. M. Blake be summoned before this Committee to-morrow 
morning.” 


Carried. 

The Committee adjourned to Thursday, June 8th, 1922, at 10 a.m. 
Read and Confirmed. 

June 8th, 1922. 


MINUTES AND PROCEEDINGS. 


Public Accounts Committee, 
Legislative Assembly, 
Thursday, June 8th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


Present:—Messieurs Cunningham, Dewart, Ferguson, Freeborn, Ela 
Hicks, McCrea, MacVicar, Marshall, Murdock, Warran, Nixon, Oke, Pinard, 
Sinclair, Smith, Watson. 


The minutes of the previous reading were read and confirmed. 
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H. M. Blake being sworn, was examined by Messrs. Ferguson and 
Dewart. | 


Otter Elliott being sworn, was examined by Messrs. Ferguson and 
Dewart. The witness produced a file of letters, which was marked as Ex- 
Hibite dea. 


It was moved by Mr. McCrea, seconded by Mr. Dewart, 
“That the Committee present its usual Report to the House.” 
Carried. 


The Committee then adjourned. 


Pusrtic Accounts COMMITTEE. 
April 7th, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 4.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


F, A. Gaby, Chief Engineer of the Hydro Electric Commission of On- 


tario, called and sworn. 


How. Mr. Fercuson: Mr. Gaby, you have been asked to produce here 
certain estimates, reports, memoranda, correspondence and documents, in com- 
pliance with a resolution passed at the meeting of this Committee on Wednes- 
day last. Have you them here? 


Mr. Gasy: Yes, as far as I am able to gather from the resolution I 
have produced the information asked for. It is more or less a general ques- 
tion. . . . . In answer to the first question, in reference to $62,865.69, 
with reference to Chippawa; the items on page 24, Statement No. 1, of the 
Public Accounts of the Province of Ontario, there is, under the heading of 
“eonstruction account,” $62,865.69, which I believe is the item referred to 
in this memorandum. 


Hon. Mr. Ferauson: That hasn’t anything to do with the matters im 
question, but in order to bring you here one has to show the department 18 
connected with the public administration and you have to make reference 
to an item in the public accounts, to lay a foundation for it. Have you got 
the estimates, for instance, on Chippawa ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Will you just recite what you have here in chronological order ? 

A.—I have here the estimates submitted to the Government in the years 
1920-1921. : 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: They were not asked for. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Oh, yes. 
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THe CuarirmMan: Here is the resolution (resolution read). 

Mr. Frreuson: We are entitled to ask him for any estimates. The 
resolution is simply the foundation for bringing him here. He is an official 
of the Hydro, and we are entitled to bring him here and examine him in re- 
ference to anything. 

Tue Cuarrman: In reference to this $62,865.69 ¢ 

Hon. Mr. Douzrty: Why is it he has it here? 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Because I have asked him to bring it. They 
asked me what this resolution meant. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I think that would be for the Committee to say 
what the resolution meant. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: It may be for the Committee to say. I antici- 
pated that such a thing would happen from what was said here the other day. 
I pointed out to the Commission that what I wanted was all Gia estimates 
and that is what we are entitled to have. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Then I think that for the present the witness ought 
to be asked to leave with the Committee what he is asked by the subpoena 
to produce, and if anything more than that is desired there should be a new 
resolution. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: What is the object of that, to block and delay 
the inquiry ? | 

Hon. Mr, Raney: No, just to have the proceedings regular, 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: I propose to ask the Committee that Mr. Gaby 
be allowed to produce this data. You can look up the practice of this Com- 
mittee since it has been a committee, and you will find that as long as it 
is shown that it is an expenditure, in connection with services in the Public 
Accounts, you can subpoena a witness and produce anything. 

Hon. Mr. Dourerty: What is the objection to including this in your 
resolution ? 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: None, whatever, but since he is here with all 
this stuff I want to put it before the Committee, 

Hon. Mr. Raney: How did he come here with all this stuff? 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Because I have asked him to. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The resolution says all the estimates . . re item 
so and so of the Public Accounts, and that is all you asked him for. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Is it the desire of the Committee to burk the 
opportunity of getting this before the Public Accounts Committee? Is that 
what you desire ? ) 

Hon. Mr, Raney: I think the obvious procedure would be this; here 
ig an item in respect to which information is desired. It is quite regular and 
proper to ask the witness to produce anything he has in his power bearing 
on that item. When the time comes, if the witnesses are called in regard to 
this item and it becomes apparent to the Committee that there are matters 
and documents to produce, the Committee will consider whether they will 
order them or not, and not order a raft of stuff here, that has no reference 
to the item, just peaeate the gentleman who moves thes resolution notifies the 
witness that he desires something more brought than the subpoena asks for. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Surely for the purpose of facilitating the work 
of the Committee . . . the witness is here with the documents to show this 
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Committee, and the documents desired by the Committee. All you do by 
putting forward the technical objection is to block and delay the proceedings 
until another meeting. 

Mr. Curry: I rise to a point of order. It is discourteous to this Com- 
mittee for a member to undertake to communicate with a witness as to what 
he is to bring here. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Is that your. point of order? 

Mr. Curry: Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: I do not think it is so serious that I need pay 
any attention to it. What I say is this; there is an opportunity to get be- 
fore the Committee all the information that I desire in connection with this | 
matter. It is here. The witness is here. The only purpose of going on with 
it this morning was to have him identify this data and have it in the cus- 
tody of the Committee, so that it can be looked into. The Attorney-General, 
acting doubtless for the Government, takes the purely technical objection 
that, although the witness is here and the documents and everything that 
may be required, they should be sent away again until the formality of a 
new motion is complied with, altering a few words in a subpoena and bring- 
ing it all back here another day. There can be only one object in that, and 
the olny thing that can be achieved is a few days delay. I submit that in 
the interest of expedition, if nothing else, when you have the witness with 
all the papers here, that they should be put in the custody of the Committee. 

Tur Onarrman: If that is the stuff you required, why didn’t you put 
your motion in a proper manner ¢ 

How. Mr. Fercuson: The resolution, you know, was written hurriedly. 
Everybody understood perfectly well what I was after. 

Hon. Mr. Surru: By what authority did you order this stuff 2 

Hon. Mr. Donerty: I can understand Mr. Ferguson asking Mr. Gaby 
to bring this stuff here, but I cannot understand Mr, Gaby bringing it here. 
The resolution and the notification set out what this Committee asked for. 

How, Mr Ferevson: I was asked what the resolution meant, because 
the resolution was in my name. They asked me what the resolution meant 
and what did I want. I said I wanted all the estimates and reports in con- 
nection with Chippawa. 

Hon. Mr. Dourrty: The resolution states very clearly what was 
wanted. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: It is an easy matter to issue a new subpoena 
and make it as wide as you like, and the witness will come back next Wednes- 
day with the same stuff that he has here to-day. If the Attorney-General 
thinks that is a proper position to take on the barest kind of a technicality, 
you delay the proceedings of this Committee until next week. 

Hon. Mr. Dousrty: This is entirely irregular and cannot be considered 
anything else. 

Hon. Mr. Frrauson: Let me ask you this, what different position 
will you be in next Wednesday. 

Hon. Mr. Douzrry: We will be in an intelligent position to pass a 
resolution here, knowing what you are asking. 

Hon. Mr. Fruravson: What difference will there be in the position as 
far as the witness and the documents are concerned 4 
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Hon. Mr. Donerty: We are not worrying about that, we are worry- 
ing about having things done regularly. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I should think the procedure would be this. It 
is quite improper to ask this Committee to ask anybody to come here to pro- 
duce documents not relevant to the item under consideration. The resolution 
is properly drafted to bring all the documents ‘that relate to the item in the 
accounts referred to. It would be quite improper to ask the Committee to 
go beyond the scope of that item, unless the evidence when it is brought be- 
fore the Committee satisfies the Committee that it should ask for further 
-ocuments. When you get to that point, that is the time to ask for an en- 
largement of the subpoena. In the meantime it must be confined to the mat- 
ters in issue before the Committee and that ig the item of $62,865.69, and 
not matters having reference to estimates of years ago. ‘These things may 
or may not become pertinent. If they become pertinent, the Committee will 
decide the point. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: This Committee has always proceeded on the 
broadest lines and the fullest kind of inquiry and you are going to set a new 
precedent, and, at the dictation of the Government, limit things to the nar- 
rowest possible scope for the purpose of excluding things the members may 
want to know. If that is to be the line of procedure of this Committee, I 
would like to know it. JI can issue a new subpoena and bring the witness 
back here on Wednesday next, and go all over this ground again. But the wit- 
ness is here, and the documents are here, and there is no reason in the world 
why the resolution should not be ended right here and now. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is.assuming the mind of the -Committee. The 
Committee may or may not decide to go into matters of this kind. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevuson: I am going to put it up to this Committee, and 
I am going to put it up to you, whether you are going to dictate to this Com- 
mittee, as to what it shall do, and whether the Committee is going to follow 
your suggestion that we should not have a full and open inquiry into every- 
thing in connection with the Public Accounts, or narrow it to a position where 
it will protect you the most. | 

Mr. Curry: When these exhibits are here before this Committee in 
respect to this item, can they be subpoeneed or taken away from here with 
the consent of the Committee for any other purpose at all? 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Well, that is purely a matter of law. I sup- 
pose the Attorney-General can advise you that they can. I am quite will- 
ing to ask the Attorney-General’s advice about all these matters...... 
propose to move, just here and now, if the Committee will hear a resolution, 
that the Committee do now hear the Commission’s engineer, Mr. Gaby, and 
that, if technically, the productions now produced by the Engineer were not 
specifically called for, nevertheless being here, the examination of Mr. Gaby 
be proceeded with and the exhibits filed. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is against the entire understanding arrived 
at, that there should be no examination to-day. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: I am not asking to examine him except for the 
purpose of identifying the documents. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: There was to be no examination at all. 
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Hon. Mr. Fereuson: The documents were to be produced and put into 
the custody of the secretary. 


Mr. Lennox: I do not quite apprehend the objection to the witness 
producing these documents. It has been said that they are not incorporated 
in the original motion. The Attorney-General knows, probably better than 
T do, that when a witness comes under a subpoena into a court—and this is 
the same as a court—and he has documents, athough they are not specifically 
mentioned in the subpoena that brings him to court, if he has them in his 
possession they must be produced. Now, I presume that at least it is the 
desire of everyone here that the fullest ventilation should be given to the 
matters that are in question. These documents have to be produced, and it 
ill-becomes the Attorney-General or the Minister of Agriculture to suppress 
or endeavour to suppress the production of these documents, by reason of the 
fact that they are not specifically mentioned in the subpoena, They have 
to be produced sometime. i would like to hear the Attorney-General in a 
court of justice, getting up and objecting to the production of documents 
that were in the hands of a witness in the witness box, because these particu- 
lar documents had not been enumerated in the subpoena which brought him 
under the jurisdiction of the Court. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: Yes, if they were irrelevant entirely to the question. 

Mr. Lennox: Whuther irrelevant or not, that is not the point. They 
are objected to because they are not asked for in the original subpoena. When 
they are produced then a time arises when this Committee shall say whether 
they are relevant or not, but no person can take that position at the present 
moment, All we are asking is that they be produced, and if they are not 
relevant, that can be brought out in evidence. 

Mr. Curry: Ag I understand the rules of procedure before this Com- 
mittee, the item in the accounts that is to be investigated is set out in the 
resolution and then the Committee has power to ask for the production of 
documents relating to that item. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You were chairman of this Committee for a 
couple of years. Was that the procedure followed—be careful before you 
answer @ 

Mr. Curry: I haven’t any recollection of any other procedure being 
followed. 

Mr. Frereuson: Oh, yes, you have. Just look up your own records. 

Mr. Curry: I have no recollection of any other. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: No. you have forgotten. 

Mr. Curry: That may be, but if a question arises, I know how I should 
have ruled in regard to the matter. If there are items in connection with 
the accounts that require the production of documents, they ought to be pro-— 
duced, but we should proceed regularly in regard to the matter. As far as 
this Committee is concerned, the same irregular procedure went on last year 
as is now going on, that is, that communications were made to witnesses, not 
through the Committee at all, and at times things might have been pro- 
duced that were not ordered to be produced by the Committee. We should 
have a resolution here, and then know what we have to go on, and what we 
may be prepared to examine. 
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Hon. Mr. Frravson: Have you any objection to the original resolu- 
tion being amended to incorporate the production of these documents ? 

Mr. Curry: I have no objection to proceeding regularly and no ob- 
jection to their being produced, but there is one thing I desire to know, and 
that is whether the object is to get these exhibits here so they cannot be pro- 
duced anywhere else. 

Mr. Lennox: You know they can be. This Committee has power, any 
time, to have them sent some place else, You know that can’t be. 

Mr. Curry: I don’t know it can’t be. 

Mr. Lennox: They can be taken out of the hands of the Committee 
any time the majority of the Committee says so. 

Mr. Curry: Yes, but if the Committee doesn’t say so, if the Com- 
mittee doesn’t release the documents, can they be used anywhere else? 

Mr. Lennox: Then if the ;Committee doesn’t say so, they ought to 
be released. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson then moved his motion and Hon. Mr. Raney moved 
an amendment that the witness be asked to identify documents produced by 
him pursuant to the subpoena of the Committee, and that consideration of 
the production of further documents be deferred. until the examination of 
the witness and the determination of the Committee as to whether further 
documents are required to be produced. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The objection to the present procedure is both on 
the ground of irregularity and irrelevancy. When you come to the pro- 
duction of papers belonging to other years, it will be quite proper to submit 
to the Committee then, whether they desire to go into that question. Does 
this Committee desire to extend the inquiry into other years? If it desires 
to do so it must do so. Both Mr. Ferguson and myself, and everyone here 
are in the judgment of the Committee. It is a question for the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Surely. There is no question about that. 

Mr. McCrea: The function of this Committee as I understand it is 
to enable a committee of representatives of the people, who are chosen for the 
purpose of running the affairs of the Province of Ontario, to inquire into 
the expenditure and into the accounting which has transpired during the 
past year. The announcement was made in the House the other day by 
a Minister of the Crown, who was a member of the Hydro Commission, that 
he had learned during the past year that the estimates, which were sub- 
mitted by the Commission to the Government, were so at variance with 
the facts that he considered the Commission was either inefficient or dis- 
honest. Now that is a serious statement for a Minister of the Crown and 
a member of this Commission to make, and inasmuch as our Government 
recognized that the function of the Committee on Public Accounts is the 
inquiry into the disposition of public funds and all matters leading up to 
such disposition and the reasons for them, and this being the Committee 
appointed for that express purpose, I say it is entirely within the juris- 
diction of this Committee to ask for all the ground work, all the prelimi- 
naries, all the estimates and everything that leads up to show why the moneys 
Were expended. If some of the papers which Mr. Gaby produced here this 
morning are not specifically set forth in the resolution, does the Govern- 
ment take the position that because the information is not specifically set 
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forth in detail there should be an attempt to prevent the discussion of mat- 
ters which are entirely relevant to the expenditure of money, and which 
are here before the Committee being dealt with. JI had the privilege, one 
time, of being chairman of this Committee and it was my endeavour that 
when anybody put a motion before this Committee for matter or material 
relating to any item of public expenditure, whether it was considered di- 
rectly or indirectly relevant, or whether it had a remote or distant bearing 
on the situation, to have produced all the available material here, so that this 
Committee of the House might have the amplest opportunity of going into it. 
Mr. Gaby is here, he has these facts and the only reason I have heard’ so 
far is that because of a technical objection that some of the productions he 
has were not specifically demanded, they have no right to be here. Surely 
the Government is not going to take that position in reference to public 
moneys. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzey: If you were going on with the examination of Mr. 
Gaby this morning, he would be asked about the papers, pursuant, to this 
subpoena, and if, when we came to the end of that, the Committee desired 
to hear about other matters, it would be proper to put in other material. 
What I am objecting to is that it is entirely improper that any evidence be 
offered, and a mass of material brought here that has nothing to do with the 
motion, and put on file. 

Hon. Mr. Dourrry: Dangerous, too. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He has not justification for bringing it here at all. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: It is here. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It should not be here, and he can take it back again. 
Mr. Lennox spoke of a court of justice. Who ever heard of a man bringing 
a bundle of papers into a court of justice, in pursuance of a subpoena, going 
into the witness box, and then putting the papers into the hands of the Clerk 
of the Court. I never heard of it, 

Mr. McLeop: Is it not a fact that there is a motion to delve into this 
matter by a Committee of the House ? 

Hon. Peter Smirn: May I say a word. I am not so conversant with 
these things as some of my honourable friends, but my experience last year 
and the previous year was, that we could not ask for or subpoena any papers 
that were not touching the last year’s operations, without a resolution of 
the House.. I think I am perfectly correct when I say that. 

Mr. McCrea: As I have understood the practice here, in the general 
business before the Committee, that goes on in the ordinary way, it is as 
stated by the Minister, that the public accounts for the last year are laid 
before the Committee, and that if we want to go back into other years, it 
requires a resolution of the House. But the matters, which are here this 
morning are matters which have arisen during the past year, and are mat- 
ters directly pertaining to the past year. It is because, in the last year’s 
transactions and expenditure of this money, it was learned that they are 
millions out in the estimates, that we want to have the estimates and infor- 
mation on which the last year’s moneys were spent and made in the interval 
between October 381, 1920 and October 31, 1921; and in that there is bound 
to be the previous estimates, which joined up with the estimates of that 
year, form the total that is directly within the jurisdiction of this Committee. 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: That shows very clearly the impertinence of this 
whole procedure. There is an attempt made by the gentleman who fathered 
the resolution at the first meeting of the Committee to bring all this material 
before the Committee without even asking the consent of the Committee or 
giving anyone a chance to say a word about it. The argument of Mr. McCrea 
is a proper argument when the time comes. But to supersede the Committee 
itself and to bring this material before the Committee in this way is a gross 
impertinence. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: You know as a lawyer and you know perfectly 
well that if you subpoena a witness the witness asks you what you want him 
to produce. Some official at the Hydro called me up and asked me what was 
meant by this resolution and I told him what was meant. The Hydro would 
not have brought anything here. I wanted the estimates in connection with 
the Chippawa expenditure, and let me point out to the Attorney-General 
this: had I said item so and so in relation to the salary of F. A. Gaby, on 
page Q 1, I would have gone on and examined Mr. Gaby under that item, I 
could have examined Mr. Gaby as to what were his duties, the scope of them 
and all the work he has done for this money, what estimates he has made 
and everything in connection with his work. All that can be gone into by 
this Committee. Now, technically, I put in a different item. I put it to 
you, whether you are serious in your objection, when you say it is due en- 
tirely to that technical error in the resolution. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It is not a technical error. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: What I call a technical error. 

Hon. Mr. Dourerty: When you drew up this resolution had you it 
in your mind that this was what you wanted ? 

Hon. Mr. Frerevuson: Assuredly, I did. 

Hon. Mr. Douerty: Why didn’t you ask for it? 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Because the practice of this Committee always 
has been—and I have been a member of it for a good many years—that to 
get an official here all you have to do is to lay a foundation for bringing a 
man here as a witness. By showing some expenditure in the public accounts 
in relation to the work in which he is engaged, you can get’ him here properly 
before the Committee. That has been the practice before the Committee 
and this is the first time I have ever seen an attempt to burk an inquiry 
before this Committee, on purely narrow technical grounds. If I had sub- 
stituted an item on Q 1, I could have gone into all this. I want to ask this 
Committee that since Mr. Gaby is here, that he be allowed to identify these 
documents and leave them with the Clerk of the Committee, so that the 
members who desire to see them can examine them. 

Hon Mr. Donerty: Would you have considered it perfectly regular 
if, under this resolution, you had gone to Mr. Gaby, we want all the corres- 
pondence and’ papers in reference to the transfer of the street car company 
in Guelph to the Hydro. Do you think it would be proper for you or any 
member of this Committee to go to Mr. Gaby and say this resolution only 
calls for correspondence and papers in reference to such and such an item, 
but what I want brought is all the papers in reference to the Sandwich and 
Windsor Railway. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Assuredly. 
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Hon. Mr. Douerty: Well, you are creating a dangerous precedent. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevuson: Not at all. 

Hon. Mr. Donerty: It is irregular. The Government has no desire to 
burk any inquiry. We want it wide open and regular. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: All I have to say is that if it is the desire of the © 
Attorney-General to stampede the majority into burking this inquiry and 
delaying it, he can do it. If that is the attitude to be taken by the Com- 
mittee, I propose to press my resolution that since the witness is here and 
the documents are here the Committee direct that he be allowed to identify 
them and leave them with the clerk. That is the purport of that resolution. 

Mr. Stncrarr: It does seem strange to me that there should be this at- 
tempt to prevent discussion of this matter. The witness is here and the 
documents are here before this Committee, and the Government is here this 
morning with seven Cabinet Ministers to delay investigation into this matter. 

Hon. Mr. Donerty: Did you expect these documents to be here $ 

Mr. Sincrarr: I did not know what would be here. It doesn’t stand to 
the credit of this great democratic government of the people to send seven 
Cabinet Ministers into the Public Accounts Committee to hold up on purely 
technical grounds the investigation asked for here. I am not interested one 
way or the other in this thing but I am_interested in getting some progress, 
in getting something going before this Committee. This is the 38th day of 
the session and God knows it is time we got something going in the Public 
Accounts Committee. It looks almost to me as if the Government does not 
want this investigation to proceed very fast when it takes purely technical 
objections, for under another motion all this material can be got here. The 
Attorney-General seems to find fault with Mr. Gaby, what else would he do. 
He asked what information was wanted and came up here with it. Surely as 
business men we can go ahead with this investigation and not go on record on 
purely technical grounds that we cannot proceed with this investigation here. 
I have been a member of the Public Accounts Committee for several years, 
but never have I seen an exhibition staged like this with the Government, 
seven Cabinet Ministers strong, here to hold up investigation before the 
Public Accounts Committee. I say that it is not to the credit of the Govern- 
ment that it should stage such an exhibition here to-day. The Public Accounts 
Committee belongs to the Legislature. The Government may tell us we 
are delaying the progress of the session, but I can tell the Ministers of the 
Government here this morning that they are delaying the progress of the 
Public Accounts Committee. I want to see this go along. I want to see 
these exhibits. Let us make some headway and have these exhibits filed, 
and let Mr. Gaby get away, and at another meeting of the Committee the 
investigation can go on. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: As far as I am concerned I didn’t intend to have 
anything to say in the matter at all until the member for South Ontario 
said there were seven Cabinet Ministers here blocking and delaying the 
Committee. I had said nothing. It is entirely uncalled for that he should 
make any such blanket statement. I am representing a constituency just the 
same as you are and I am appointed to this Committee, and have a right to 
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be here whether a Cabinet Minister or not. I think this Committee wants 
to play fair. There was a resolution passed here, and there are documents 
produced here this morning that the resolution didn’t call for. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: They are public documents aren’t they? 

Hon. Mr. Biees: Quite so. it | 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Doesn’t anyone want to see them. Are you stand- 
- ing on that technical ground ? 

Hon. Mr. Breas: I am standing on the resolution passed by this Com- 
mittee. I want to ask you where you stand. Yesterday you gave notice in 
the House of a Committee which you nominated to go into the questions 
that are contained in the documents that somebody has produced this morn- 
ing without a resolution of the Comniittee. Are you going in the Public 
Accounts. Committee to carry on an investigation that you are asking to 
have carried on by a Committee of the House or are you consistent enough 
to stand behind your resolution ¢ 

How. Mr. Ferevson: Both. Am I not entitled to get preliminary in- 
formation, and has not every member of this Committee a right to know 
something in a preliminary way about this Chippawa matter before the Com- 
mittee take it up. A lot of people in this committee will not be on the other 
committee. Is the whole thing to be strangled on a technicality. Is that 
what you are asking for? 

Mr. Lennox: Would the Minister permit me to ask him a question. 
Will you please tell me what injury is being done or will be done by the 
production of these estimates ? 

Hon. Mr. Breas: I would say this in answer to your question, that when 
the Committee is through with these documents and this particular item it is 
the duty of this Committee to make a report to the House. If that report is 
made to the House before the report of the special Committee of the House 
is made, then the report of the special committee, as moved by Mr. Ferguson, 
would be biased, and every member of this Committee will agree with me, 
that if another investigation is made then that report is biased as far as the 
report of the Committee of the House is concerned. 

Mr. Lennox: May I ask the Minister this question. The report can not 
be put in until this Committee finishes. Now what difference is there in having 
this same evidence produced next week than in having it produced to-day % 

Hon. Mr. Biaes: I am perfectly willing to have it produced as soon as 
the Committee says so. You have carried this before the House. 

Mr. Lennox: A few of us fellows think we are right. I want you to 
tell me why it cannot be produced to-day as well as next Wednesday. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: It can be produced as soon as the Committee demands 
it, but it should not be produced on personal representation of any kind. Pass 
your resolution and get these things before the Committee regularly. 

Mr. Lennox: What difference will that make? 

Hon. Mr. Bices: This difference, that this Committee will be running it 
and you or some other fellow won’t. The honourable member knows this 
Committee has to report to the House before the House adjourns. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: After we get this information. 

Hon. Mr. Biacs: Yes. The Committee of the House cannot complete 
its work before the session is over as far as the Chippawa investigation is 
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concerned. You have a report of the Public Accounts Committee with certain 
views given in that report. 

Mr. Lennox: We will have a report from tle Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, a committee upon which the Government have a majority of members 
and they can make that report just whatever they like. 

Hon. Mr. Breas: They are not in the habit of doing that. 


Mr. Lennox: They wouldn’t do that kind of a thing I know. But 
you will have the opportunity. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: The Government has absolute control of every 
committee in the House as far as voting power is concerned, and that 
has been demonstrated a great many times. The point is, does this Com- 
mittee controlled by the Government want to say that although the 
documents are here, and the witness is here for the purpose of identifying 
the documents so that they may be left in the custody of the Committee in 
order that members who desire to examine these documents belonging to the 
Province of Ontario shall have an opportunity of doing so—does this Com- 
mittee want to say that that shall not be done? If the Committee desire to 
vote that way they will have an opportunity. 

The question was then put, the amendment offered by Hon. Mr. Raney, 
being carried by a vote of 15 to 6. 

Mr. Gasy: Before answering any questions, I would lke to make the 
Commission’s position and my position clear in reference to the subpoena 
sent to myself. The subpoena called for the following: — 

“T have been instructed to request you to be present at the next 
meeting of the Committee on Public Accounts, which will be 
held at 10 a.m. on Friday April 7th, in the Public Accounts 
Committee Room, Parliament Buildings, Toronto, to give your 
evidence with regard to the Chippawa Power Scheme with refer- 
ence to item $62,865.69, Construction Department, on page 
Q4 of the Public Accounts of Ontario, for the year ending 
October 31st, 1921, and to bring with you and produce all esti- 
mates, reports and memoranda or correspondence between the 
Commission or any member thereof and any Minister of the 
Government, or between the Commission or any member of the 
Government and any engineer or contractor relating to the Chip- 
pawa power scheme.” 

I took the last paragraph to mean—it was a very broad request—but 
I took it to mean the correspondence and estimates between the Commission 
and the Cabinet and any outside engineers or contractors. I took that to be 
a request for the correspondence in reference to all matters in connection 
with the estimates of the Queenston Chippawa development. We have not 
with us all the contracts between the Commission ‘and others. It would 
require probably a dray-load to bring such information before the Committee. 
But I have brought specific details. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The words in reference to item $62,865.69, should 
have been added after “Power Scheme.” 

Mr. Gasy: That is not in this that I received. That was our under- 
standing of what was required here in connection with this matter. 
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Mr. McCrea: Might I suggest to the Attorney-General and to the Minis- 
ter of Agriculture, that apparently there has been some misunderstanding, 
and the letter addressed to Mr. Gaby clearly exculpates him the intimation 
given that they could not understand why Mr. Gaby should have brought 
these papers here. 

Hon. Mr. Douerry: I can quite understand why Mr. Gaby would pro- 
duce them under this notice he had. But in the resolution it says “with refer- 


ence to item $62,865.69 on page Q4.. But that is not in the notice to Mr. 








Gaby. 

Mr. Lennox: As the subpoena covered these things then the Attorney- 
General has fortified it by asking him to identify all the documents referred 
to by this subpoena. That is what you moved and there is his subpoena. Per- 
haps you will wiggle out of that. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I won’t wiggle out of anything. The Committee will 
do what it intended to pursuant to the resolution of the Committee. I still 
think the subpoena is intended to be pursuant to the resolution. There is 
no doubt about that “with regard to the Chippawa scheme with reference to 
item $62,865.69, construction department, page Q4, of the Public Accounts 
and bring with you and produce all estimates ete.” Of course that is an im- 
possible subpoena. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: It just shows what the practice has always been 
and it shows on what narrow ground you were standing when you forced the 
Committee to take the position you did. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: There is no doubt as to what the Committee intended 
to do. The Committee intended to require the production and the marking 
of documents here pursuant to the resolution, and if Mr. Ferguson isn’t wil- 
ling to accept that we will have to put the matter before the Committee again. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Mr. Gaby, will you go through your documents 
there seriatim, so we will see what you have. 

Mr. Gasy: I have before me correspondence with reference to. the esti- 
mates and expenditure of the Commission which includes the estimates of 
the Queenston Chippawa scheme for 1919 and1920. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: Have you them for 1921? 

A.—Yes, also a file of the correspondence for 1919-1920 and 1921; a file 
of estimates and correspondence for 1922, correspondence with reference to 


the Queenston Chippawa development with the Prime Minister of the Prov- 


ince of Ontario; I have here correspondence with respect to the engineers, the 
consulting engineers of the Commission and detailed reports referring to the 
reports which they have submitted to the Commission; R. D. Johnston; 
R. 8S. Lea; Hugh L. Cooper; H. S. Kerbaugh and F. C. Stewart; and a final 
report from Hugh L. Cooper; another from R. D. Johnston, dated April 18th, 
1921 another from R. D. Johnston, of March 1st, 1920; another from R. D. 
Johnston of January 31st, 1919; another February 1st, and the correspondence 
relating to it, as mentioned previously; also a memorandum which includes 


. correspondence of 1921-1922 with estimates and reports attached, submitted 


to the Premier under a letter of January 21st, 1921, and a memorandum 
prepared March 9th, 1922, which has attached to it detailed reports from 1920 
of the engineers and letters pertaining to the Queenston Chippawa develop- 
ment up to February 16th, 1922. 


~ 
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Hon. Mr. Frrcuson: Are these originals or copies ? 

A.—There are both originals and copies here. Some are originals and 
some copies. 

Q.—Will you leave these in the custody of the Committee, Mr: Gaby? The 
understanding was that I should not examine you to-day with reference to 
any of them. You can leave them with the clerk of the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Just a moment now; Mr. Chairman, there are two 
proposals now before the Legislature for consideration, one formal and the ~ 
other informal; two propositions, one looking for an investigation of this 
matter by a Committee of the House as suggested by the resolution of the 
honourable member for Grenville, the other, an informal intimation by the 
Government that it is the intention of the Government to nominate a Com- 
mission to investigate this matter. Now, it is difficult to understand the 
motive of starting this inquiry before this Committee. 

Mr. Haru: Is this not a Committee of the House ? 

How. Mr. Raney: Of course it is a Committee of the House. 

Mr. Hatz: Then hasn’t this Committee power to ask for returns? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I am not questioning the authority of the Committee. 
The Committee has full power to proceed with this inquiry. There is no 
question about that at all. But I am pointing out to the Committee the fact 
that when either of these two proceedings is going to be taken, it 1s going to be 
put to the House, and the House will decide for either a Commission or @ 
Committee of the House. ‘What I am saying is, what is the purpose, what 
is the motive, what object is to be attained by starting this inquiry before 
this Committee on Public Accounts. That is question number one. The 
other thing I desire to say is this: this Committee voted for an amendment 
to a resolution under the impression that the subpoena was pursuant to the 
resolution of the Committee. In other words the Committee decided: they 
would not now go into the question of the relevancy of any documents beyond the 
scope of resolution. And I want in view of that to ask Mr. Gaby this ques- 
tion; whether there would be any difficulty in your answering the require- 
ment of the resolution, which is for the production of all estimates, reports 
and memoranda or correspondence between the Commission and any member 
thereof, and any Minister of the Government or between the Commission or 
any member of the Government or any engineer or contractor relating to 
the Chippawa Power scheme 1n reference to item $62,865.69 on page Q4, limit- 
ing the matter in that way. If you were given time, until the next meeting of 
the Committee, would you be able to answer that requirement by the pro- 
duction of the different documents ! 

A.—I believe so. The only answer I could make is that there is only 
one name mentioned in that list of $62,865.69, that has any reference whatever 
to Chippawa—Mr. .A. 8. Robertson. That is the only reference to Queenston 
Chippawa. The others are on other works of the Commission. I do not know 
of any correspondence in the books of the Commission with reference to that 
particular item. 

How. Mr. Ranry: My suggestion would be, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. 
Gaby should return the documents to his own files and his own office, and 
answer the resolution of the Committee. Tf that were done, before the next 
meeting of the Committee, the probabilities are that the matter will be settled 
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either by appointment of a Commission or a Committee of the House, and 
then, obviously, it would be idle for this Committee to proceed with this 
inquiry. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Mr. Chairman, the Attorney-General wants to 
know what the motive is behind this resolution. I am the motive power at any 
rate and my object was to get information with reference to the Chip- 
pawa development and estimates in connection with it, and other mat- 
ters in reference to it. That is the sole motive. I would like to ask the 
Attorney-General what his motive is in seeking to prevent this Committee go- 
Ing into this matter. The Commission that you may appoint and will un- 
doubtedly force upon the House with the usual solid block majority does not 
in any way represent this Committee. No member of this Committee will 
be on that Commission. This Committee is made up of members of the 
House who are individually representatives of the people, and each member 
is entitled to the fullest possible opportunity for inquiry for himself regard- 
less of the operation of any Commission or Court or any other Committee. 
That is the function of this Committee. There are other members here, as 
the member for Parry Sound says, who want to know something about it. 
I do not know how he is going to get this information in detail unless he gets it 
here. I do not see how he is going to discuss in the House intelligently any 
procedure or any report that may be brought in by any tribunal unless he 
has had an opportunity personally to make such inquiries as he may desire 
before this Committee, and I am not only astounded but at a loss to under- 
stand why the Attorney-General should desire to prevent that, because that 
is the effect of it if not the purpose, to prevent the members of the House 
having an opportunity to pursue their own line of inquiry and get what in- 
formation they may think is of value according to their views. If this matter 
is taken from this Committee and referred to a committee of eight or ten or 
referred to a commission, there will be no opportunity of that kind and all 
the individual members of this committee will know about it is the conclusion 
which some commission reaches after an inquiry about which the members 
of the House have nothing to say whatever. That is all the object I have in 
bringing this before this Committee. Now the fact that a Commission may 
be appointed surely doesn’t stop the functions of a Committee of the House. 
Surely the appointment of no tribunal can stop the members discussing this 
matter in the House and they have a perfect right to discuss it. To enable 
them to discuss intelligently what is a matter of public business they are 
entitled to make such inquiries as they see fit, to secure the necessary informa- 
tion and satisfy themselves about it. -That is why this Committee is called 
and that is why this inquiry was instituted. The fact that I may have given 
notice of a resolution in the House for a special committee has nothing to 
do with it. If it goes to a special committee, some of the members will have 
an opportunity of intelligently informing themselves. We will be in an 1n- 
finitely worse position if it goes to a Commission, about which none of us 
will have anything to say. Therefore, I say it is exceedingly important and 
the Attorney-General and the members of the Committee are taking a serious 
responsibility if they are going to stand in the way of a thorough investiga- 
tion in this Committee by any member of the Nouse who chooses to conduct 
such an examination and who is entitled, as every member of the House 1s, to 
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examine these documents. We have them all here this morning, and we have 
the officer conversant with them and in charge of them, producing them here 
for the information of the members of the House. There may be some mem- 
bers who will follow the lead of the Attorney-General and say ‘‘we don’t want 
to know anything about it” but there are a lot of members who do desire to 
know and they are only exercising an undoubted right in asking that these 
things be produced before this Committee that they may have an opportunity 
of examining them. For that reason I suggest to the Attorney-General that 
aside from any technical objection he may raise the documents should be 
available in the hands of the clerk, to any member of the Committee. If 
they go back to the Commission I suppose they are available there, but they 
are distributed on the files of the Commission and it is difficult to get at them. 
There is no reason why these documents should not. be left in the hands of 
the Clerk of the Committee where they will be available to everybody. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: I am disposed to move—and I think it will appeal 
to the Committee—that further consideration of this matter be deferred 
until the judgment of the House is known in the matters now pending before 
the House. We will have that decision next Tuesday. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: You are going to exclude the members of this 
House from getting personal knowledge of these matters. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I am only asking if it is the wish of this Committee 
to defer further argument until the decision of the House is known as to what 
form the inquiry into Chippawa is to take, either a Commission or a Com- 
mittee. In either case this Committee will desire not to proceed as soon as 
that is known. 

Hon G. H. Ferguson then moved for the appearance of Mr. Gaby 
and his documents at the next meeting of the Committee, 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I do not want it to be understood that the Com- 
mittee is going to commit itself to proceeding with this inquiry if the House 
takes any other action. 

Mr. Hatz: Is it not the fact that this Committee is appointed for 
the purpose which we are trying to do now. Is it not a fact that this 
Committee is appointed for the purpose of inquiring into the Public Ac- 
counts and expenditures of this Province, more especially those operations 
which we do not thoroughly understand, so that we may get a better under- 
standing. If that is the case, why then, what is the object of trying to 
choke off this Committee and letting a select Committee do the business 
for which we are appointed ? 

Mr. Frerauson: We are both going to check it. We are going to have 
it now. 

Mr. Hartt: I am not speaking for myself and my constituency. I 
am speaking for the Province of Ontario, I want to free my skirts clear 
when I leave this job. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: I see no objection to this resolution, subject just 
to this; that if the House takes action in this matter in the direction of 
appointing either a committee or a commission, the Government reserves 
it to itself to suggest to the Committee that the Committee should not pro- 
ceed further with this inquiry. 
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Hon. Mr. Bieas: This resolution is carrying out just the views I 
expressed a few minutes ago, that when the Committee orders these papers 
produced, Mr. Gaby should produce them. JI am in sympathy with the 
resolution, entirely. And I would like to have the estimates for 1922, which 
I do not think the Government have seen or anybody has seen, and I think 
those estimates are not contained in the resolution. I am not blaming Mr. 
Gaby for bringing them up because the notice he got was very wide. I 
think first we should deal with the accounts that have been put in the item 
in the public accounts, and that the members of the House, as a whole 
should, at least, have the privilege of considering the estimates for the com- 
ing year, before they are considered by any Committee of the House. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: I would like myself the opportunity of looking 
over these documents, in the meantime. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Is that what your resolution says? Mr. Gaby is 
to produce it at the next meeting of the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Biaes: These are not in our possession until they are pro- 


duced. 
Hon. Mr. Frereuson: It is just a matter of convenience, Mr. Gaby 
says they are here, and if they are sent back to the Hydro, I can look at 
them there, but it means going down there. \[t was merely as a matter of 
convenience that I asked. 
Hon. Mr. Ranzny: I think they had better keep charge of their own 
records until the Committee takes them in hand. 


After certain motions were put in, and approved, the Committee ad- 
journed. 


Pusrtic Accounts CoMMITTEE, 
April 12th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 11 a.m., with Mr. Watson in the Chair, 
F, A. Gaby recalled ; 
Examined by Hon. Mr. Ferguson ; 


Q.—Mr. Gaby, this notice you produce is the notice you received trom 
the Clerk of the Committee, Mr. O’Brien ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—It reads, “F. A. Gaby, chief engineer of the Hydro Electric Com- 
mission; Dear Sir,—I have been instructed to request you to attend the 
next meeting of the Committee on public accounts, at 11 a.m., on Wednes- 
day, April 12, in the Public Accounts Committee room, Parliament Build- 
ings, Toronto, and to produce all reports, estimates, memoranda and corres- 
pondence dealing with Chippawa Development, which are a part of the 
Hydro expenditure appearing in the Public Accounts.” Have you those 
papers with you? 
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A.—No, Sir. That is a general order, and would mean practically the 
whole correspondence of the Commission in reference to the Queenston Chip- 
pawa Development. I have, however, as instructed at the last meeting, 
brought back the documents I had in my possession on that date. 

Q.—It is only fair to Mr. Gaby, after what transpired at the last meet- 
ing that I should say, that it was this very question that arose, and that was 
my reason for telling him exactly the papers I wanted, because he said there 
was an almost unlimited quantity to bring up if he was to obey the sub- 
poena to the letter. So he followed the usual practice, and asked me what 
it was, particularly, that I wanted, and I outlined it to him. Will you 
produce what you have here, Mr. Gaby? 

A.—First, there is a copy of correspondence with the various consult- 
ing engineers; R. D. Johnson, Hugh L. Cooper, F. L. Stewart, H. S. Lea, 
along with the report which they have submitted. One of R. D. Johnston, 
dated February 2, 1917, which is in the file, another of April 18, one of 
February 1, 1917, another report of January 31, 1919, a report of March 
1, 1920, and the final report of Hugh S. Cooper, of October 22, 1920. The 
correspondence on the Niagara Development, with the Government members, 
the correspondence with the Prime Minister of Ontario, The correspondence 
with reference to the estimates to the Government for the years, 1919-1920, 
1921, and 1922, and the memorandum, which I had here on the last day, with 
reference to the consulting engineers and the reports of these consulting en- 
gineers and the memorandum in connection with the same. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: Now Mr. Chairman, I would like to have these 
marked as exhibits so they will be in the custody of the clerk of the Com- 
mittee, so they will be available. . . . . If the Clerk will be good enough 
to mark them so that we will be able to identify them, I can, in the mean- 
time, go on with such examination of Mr. Gaby as I can. 

Q.—Mr. Gaby, you are a Hydro engineer, how do you term yourself, 
professionally ? 

A.—An electrical, mechanic and hydraulic engineer. 

Q.—You are Chief Engineer of the Hydro Commission of Ontario? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—How long have you occupied that position ? 

A.—As assistant chief, from 1907 until 1911; as acting chief engineer, 
from 1911 until July of 1912; since that date chief engineer. 

Q.—When was the power commission organized as it exists to-day ? 

A.—It was organized under the Act of 1906, amended in 1907. 

Q.—So that your experience covers practically the whole term of this 
proposition ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You are familiar with the various undertakings of that commission ¢ - 

A.—So far as I have been connected with them, yes, sir, 

Q.—Now, you have been conversant with the Chippawa development 
practically since its origin ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

: Q.—I want you to tell the members of this Committee something of the 
history of this project. When was the Chippawa development scheme first 


taken up. 
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A.—It was under discussion in the fall of 1912, due to the reports of 
the engineers as to the necessity for an increased development. The Com- 
mission authorized a thorough investigation and the report was submitted 
in 1913. 
~  Q.—Do T understand from that, that it rose out of further power re- 
quirements @ 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Authority was given to make an investigation, as to how best a fur- 
ther supply of power could be secured ? 

A.—Yes, The Legislature, in 1914, passed an appropriation for that 
purpose, to continue the investigation of a supply of additional power for 
the municipalities in the Niagara district. 

Q.—Have you the report of that investigation ? 

A.—That report was submitted to the Government in September, 1915, 
making a certain recommendation as to Queenston Chippawa development. 

Q.—The result of that investigation was compiled and put in the form 
of a report in 1915? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—There is a copy of that report available in the records of the Com- 
mission ¢ 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Have you it here this morning ? 

A.—I believe there is a copy of that report here in the file. 

Q.—Now, shortly, in a few words, what was the essence of that report? 

A.—That report first set out the power requirements of the Commission, 
future prospects and markets and gave our estimate of the increase in load, up 
to the year 1919. 

Q.—Can you put your hand on that at the moment? 

A.—TI think I can. (Report produced.) | 

Q.—Is this report, dated September 13, 1915, and addressed to the 
Prime Minister and the Cabinet, one of the results of your inquiry, made 
because you were not able to secure enough power already developing over 
there to meet your requirements ? 

A.—We set. forth in the report that, in our opinion, it was not possible 
to obtain the required amount of power from the existing plants, and that 
it would be necessary to have a new development, and set forth what we es- 
timated as our probable requirements in various years. 

Q.—And is it in this report that you recommend the undertaking of the 
Chippawa development ? | 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Directly under the Commission ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Then this was the origin of Chippawa ? 

A.—That was the first report submitted to the Government in con- 
nection with Chippawa development, other than the preliminary discussions 
on which the appropriation was made in 1914. 

Q.—That was, of course, the preliminary discussion which brought about 
the appropriation ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 
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Q.—Upon which, the investigation was proceeded ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—You made certain forecasts as to the probable requirements ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—I notice here, in paragraph two, under the heading, growth of load 
on the Niagara system, “The following shows the very rapid growth in the 
load on the Niagara system.” You began in 1910? 

A.—Power was first taken in September; in January, 1911, the load had 
increased to 4,200 horsepower. In January, 1912, the load had increased 
to, approximately, 19,000 horsepower, in January, 1918, to approxi- 
mately, 86,000; in 1914, the load had increased to approximately 
48,000; and in December of 1914, it had increased to approximately 82,000, 
‘and it is estimated that the load of municipalities served, without any ad- 
dition to the number, will reach 100,000 horsepower during the coming win- 
ter, without considering the loads of municipalities under contract, which 
have passed the necessary by-laws at the present time for the supply of 
power.”’ Now, how correct was your estimate of 100,000 horsepower ? 

A.—The actual demands of the municipalities would have exceeded that 
in the fall of 1915, had we been able to supply power. In the spring of 
1916, we contracted with the Canadian Niagara Power Company for an ad- 
ditional 50,000 horsepower and in January, 1917, all that had been used. 

Q.—This is another case where you exceeded the estimate ? 

A.—<Another case where the market exceeded our estimate. 

Q.—You estimated an increase in the loads of the Commission as follows: 
1915, approximately 100,000; 1916, approximately 125,000; 1917, approxi- 
mately 150,000; and in 1919, approximately 200,000. That is the increase 
in the load—that is not the total load, that is the increase? 

A.—Yes, we had only, at that time in 1914, 100,000 horsepower. 

Q.—Then, as a result of this report, what action was taken? 

A.—The legislation of 1916; the Niagara Development Act was enacted. 

Q.—First, let me ask you. I see there are apparently a number of esti- 
mates here. How has your experience compared with the estimates and 
reports, speaking generally ? 

A.—They have exceeded them, or they would have exceeded them if we 
had had the capacity to meet the demands at the times specified. 

Q.—And how as to cost ? 

A.—In the original reports, submitted to the Government, the estimates 
provided for a plant of 100,000 horsepower capacity, with a canal capable 
of supplying about 6,500 second feet, or approximately, 190,000 to 200,000 
horsepower. or a canal of that capacity and 100,000 horsepower installed, 
at the prices then existing in 1913 and 1914, with conditions as they were 
then, we estimated $10,500,000 approximately. 

Q.—And what happened as a result of that report and that estimate? 
What action was taken ? 

A.—The legislation of 1916 was enacted, authorizing the Commission 
to go on with the.engineering and procuring the right of way. An appro- 
priation, I believe, was made then of $500,000. 

Q.—So that the work, the actual preparatory work, in connection with 


construction was then begun ? 
\ 
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A.—The order in council was passed sometime in July, 1916, which 
authorized us to go on with the necessary engineering work, and the pur- 
chase of the necessary right of way for the construction of the plant. 

Q.—Now, this is the plant which you have told us was to cost $10,500,000 
and was to develop—how much ? : 

A.—The installed capacity at that time was to be 100,000 horsepower, 
with a canal capable of developing up to 190,000 to 200,000 horsepower. 

Q.—The maximum capacity of the canal was to be 200,000 ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You actually began construction on that basis? 

A.—No. On the vote of the people in 1917, the legislation was amended 
as provided in the Niagara Development Act, of 1917. Instead of having 
it as it was in 1916, it was placed under full control of the municipalities 
in 1917. By 1917—the original report was in September, 1915—-we would 
have exceeded 150,000 horsepower, for the demands of the municipalities 
were in excess of 150,000 horsepower. At that time a new report was pre- 
pared, which was incorporated in the Johnston report of April 17, which 
provided for a ten thousand second feet canal or a maximum of 300,000 
horsepower, It started at that time. The Order in Council, authorizing 
the going on with the construction of the canal, was passed in July, 1917, 
that is speaking from memory. 

Hon. Mr. Biaas: What was the estimated cost at that time? 

A.—As I remember, for an installation of 250,000 to 300,000, the es- 
timated cost as stated in the reports there, was $27,000,000 to $29,000,000. 
That is without any intake—we put in a $900,000 intake—without any 
lining of the canal. With an installation of 250,000 to 300,000, it was 
about $27,000,000 to $29,000,000, speaking from memory. That was based 
on conditions and prices in 1916, which were the lowest in a great many 
years. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: I suppose you have available the estimates upon 
which that cost was worked out ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are they here to-day. 

A.—The estimates of the canal, as submitted by R. D. Johnston, are_ 
here. 

Q.—Is that the 1917 canal you are talking about ? 

A.—Yes, that is the canal, only it doesn’t include the electrical equip- 
ment or the power-house or other works in connection with it. 

Q.—That is just the waterway ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Who was employed by the ‘Commission in 1916, as consulting 
engineer on this work ? 

A.—Mr, R. D. Johnston. 

Q.—Who is R. D. Johnston ? 

A.—He is of the firm of R. D. Johnston and Wahlman, of New York, 
consulting hydraulic engineers. He has been engaged practically since the 
commencement of construction of the hydraulic plants on the Niagara River 
as a hydraulic engineer. He was employed by the Ontario Power Company 
from the beginning as one of their expert hydraulic engineers. : 
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@.—So that he has had experience in the locality and with the con- 
ditions there ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I suppose you knew that, and that that was one of the reasons 
for calling him into consultation ? 

A.—Our experience is that a man familiar with the district is pre 
ferable to one who had had no experience in handling the water in that 
particular locality. 

Q.—Locality has a lot to do with it? 

A.—yYes, it ig an important consideration in the preparation of re- 
ports and the construction of hydraulic works. 

Q.—I am told he is one of the leading hydraulic engineers in the United 
States ? 

A.—I believe he is the foremost expert on hydraulics in America, and 
other engineers of repute have so stated. 

Q.—So that your original estimate was worked out in collaboration 
and was based upon the judgment of the leading hydraulic expert of 
America ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. And in addition to that, there was also the expert 
opinion of contractors familiar with conditions at that point. 

Q.—I was just going to ask you about that. Had you any other 
opinions, besides that of Mr. Johnston ¢ 

A.—We had, a number of contractors and engineers, familiar with 
conditions of actual construction work in that. district. 

Q.—Can you tell us some of the leading men? 

A.—We had several. Moody and Sangster, contractors in the Niagara 
district; Douglas, a contractor who was the contractor on the Electrical De- 
velopment, the Canadian Niagara and the Ontario Power Company; Hugh 
L. Cooper, who was employed in connection with that work. 

Q.—On the American side? 

A.—No, on the Electrical Development plant. 

Q.—What was he? In charge of construction or merely consulting 
engineer ? 

A.—He did both. He was in charge of construction for a time, and 
he had to do with some of the engineering. I believe he was also employed 
as a consulting engineer, with the Electrical Development Company. 

Q.—So your 1917 report was not exclusively the peeimnat a of the en- 
gineers of the Hydro Electric Commission ? 

A.—No, information was obtained from these other sources, 

OH27 oi gathered all the expert testimony you could? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—And you collaborated with them and made your estimate upon 
that basis ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now, you began construction work upon that project when—in 1918? 

A.—In 1918, yes. Before doing so, the Commission requested ten- 
ders from leading contractors on the work and we were unable to get a 
definite tender on the construction of this work at that time. They would 
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only consider it on a cost plus basis, After considering the facts and con- 
ditions in connection with the operation, and the advice of these large con- 
tracting firms, the Commission decided to go on with the work under their 
own construction staff, in view of the difficulty, and the special plant that 
had to be provided for such a work. 

Q.—Car you tell us any of the contractors who were asked to tender, 
or was it a general advertisement ? 

A.—There were five or six of them. I cannot off-hand give them all. 
Most of the contractors then engaged on the Welland Canal, this Sangster 
firm and a number of others. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: That is to say, bids were invited ? 

A.—Yes. I do not know if I have that information here, but I can 
get it. Quinlan and Robertson was one, O’Brien. ‘There were five or six 
of them, large contracting firms in the Niagara district, who had worked 
on the Niagara development, and also for American concerns. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: At any rate, they were invited to submit tenders 
for which they would undertake the construction contemplated 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—I understand you were unable to secure bids from any of them. 

A.—We could only get an offer on a cost plus basis, plus rental of 
equipment. They had various plans as to how they would handle it. Some 
went as high as cost plus 22 per cent. 

Q.—Were these offers made in writing ? 


A.—Yes, Sir. | 
Q.—Have you them here? 
A.—No. 


Q.—They are available on the records of the Commission ? 

A.—Yes. 3 

Q.—I would like you to bring them. So you got no offer in the form 
of a contract of any kind. They were all elastic and uncertain. 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Did you discuss it with any of these men as to why they would 
not make you an offer of a firm contract? 

A.— Yes, Sir. 

Q.—What were the reasons given ? | 

A.—In view of the difficulties, the conditions at that time, the uncer- 
tainty as to labor costs and material costs, the uncertain supply of labor 
and other things, entering into such a proposition as that. They said it 
was practically impossible to submit any definite offer in connection with 
such a proposition. 

Q.—Did they say anything about the physical conditions? 

‘A.—No, Sir. That was quite satisfactory. They felt they could carry 
on the work quite satisfactorily. It was labour and material conditions, and 
the supply of labour, that was the paramount thing in their minds. 

Q.—The uncontrollable features 4 

A.—Yes, the necessity for supplying the plant and handling this pro- 
position most efficiently. ; 

Q.—So that the Commission was forced to undertake this work them- 


selves by day labour ? 
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A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—When did you begin actual construction work. 

A.—These tenders were in June, 1917. We were authorized to go on 
with the work in June or July, 1917, and we actually commenced con- 
struction work in May, 1918. We had a certain period in which we had 
to prepare necessary plans and obtain equipment to start this work. In 
May, 1918, was about the first work on the canal, and that was only pre- 
paratory work, the excavation necessary for the construction of railways 
and auxiliary equipment necessary for the commencement of operations. 

Q.—That was in May, 1918? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—What was the estimated period of construction. When did you 
expect to complete the work then outlined ? 

A.—Three and’ one-half to four years. 

Q.—That would be in the fall of 1921 or the spring of 1922? 

A.—Yes, that was with favourable conditions, 

Q.—How long did you proceed with the work on that basis? The 
basis outlined in that report ? 

A.—When the preliminary work was accomplished on the basis of that 
early report, in view of the demands of the municipalities and the fact 
that the market was increasing so rapidly the Commission and the Govern- 
ment decided to increase it on the recommendation of the engineers to 15,000 
second foot capacity. That, by means of such things as improved quality 
in the work, in the headworks and so forth, has increased the capacity of 
the canal which we believe now to have a capacity of 18,000 to 20,000 
second feet. 

Q.—What does that mean in horsepower ? 

A.—EBetween 550,000 and 600,000 horsepower. 

Q.—That is your estimate of the capacity of the present canal ? 

A.—That is the present canal in the rock section, Of course, the esti- 
mates submitted do not provide for the earth excavation in the river up to 
the maximum capacity. 

Q.—The rock section of the canal and the permanent works have been 
constructed for a capacity of 550,000 to 600,000 2 

A.—Yes. | 

(.—Now, who did you consult outside of your own staff with refer- 
ence to the expanded programme. As you say, you found there was such 
a demand for power that your original scheme was not going to meet the 
situation and you decided to enlarge ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you consult with anyone outside your own staff with 
respect to that ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—As to physical conditions ? 

A.—Yes, the consulting engineers were always consulted. They made 
reports in collaboration with our own engineers on the design of the canal 
and its carrying capacity, 

Q.—If I understand you right, you laid the situation before your 
consulting experts and pointed out to them that the project as then outlined 
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would not meet the situation and discussed with them what plans should 
be adopted for an enlarged canal ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—In collaboration with your own engineers ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—And you, of course, like anyone calling in consulting engineers, 
were largely directed and influenced and largely dependent on the expert 
advice you got? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Did they figure the estimates for the increased canal capacity ? 

A.—Up to 1920 they figured the increased cost on most of the work 
which had to be done. 

Q.—They did actually figure the estimates ? 

A.—Yes, along with the engineers of the Commission. Further, during 
_ the years 1918, 1919 and part of 1920 experiments were carried on under 
the direction of the consulting engineers with reference to ice conditions 
and things of that kind, which was another thing the consulting engineers 
collaborated on, and which required’ a very extensive intake. 

Q.—That is something that would require actual tests ? 

A.—It was based on experiments on a model of one to twenty under 
actual conditions as they obtained on the river. 

Q.—Tell-us what you mean by an actual experiment by a model? 

A.—The construction of a model on the lines of one to twenty of the 
conditions as nearly as they could be reproduced on the river as they existed 
or would exist after construction of the works, That was carried out at 
Niagara, at Dufferin Islands. 

Q.—So that you actually built a miniature plant? 

A.—Yes, as far as the intake was concerned. 

Q.—To demonstrate conditions by actual test ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that there was no theorizing with reference to that? 

A.—No. 

Q.—And that was done under the supervision and direction of the con- 
sulting engineers ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now, you told us you began work in May, 1918. How far had 
your work gone before there was any change yore upon in your plans? 

A.—No more than preliminary work. 

Q.—The class of work you spoke of, getting alae for railways and 
surveying roads, ete. ? 

A.—Yes, just preliminary work. 

Q.—And when was the new plan actually adopted? 

A.—Sometime in 1918. I don’t know the exact date from memory. 

Q.—You might get us that date. It might be important. So that 
construction work, the real construction work began then on the enlarged 
plan we have been speaking about ? 

A.—Yes. 

- Q.—The plan that was advised and directed by your staff of consult- 
ing engineers 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the estimate for that, the estimated cost, have you that ? 

A.—They still used the estimate that had previously been made in 
1917, and added *to that the changes necessary to enlarge the canal to a 
capacity of 15,000 second feet. 

@.—What was the amount? 

A.—I haven’t that from memory, I will have to look it up. 

Q.—You might get us that estimated cost on the enlarged work as de- 
cided upon in 1918. F 

A.—There is one item I remember, the item for the intake which was 
increased from $900,000 to $3,500,000 approximately, that was for ice pro- 
tection, protection from the fragile ice and anchor ice and the conditions met 
in the river. That is one of the things the Commission endeavoured to protect 
the plant against, the possibility of a shut down which occurs every winter 
to a more or less extent in the plants of the Niagara development, some more 
than others. The Canadian Niagara drops down as low as five per cent. 
capacity due to ice conditions, and these were the things we wanted to 
eliminate by ice experiments. Such protection as that required a much 
more expensive construction that the ordinary boom intake we originally 
estimated upon. 

Q.—In other words, consistency in flow is the essence of, efficiency in 
your whole scheme ? 

A.—Yes, and loss of revenue, not only so far as the Commission is 
concerned, but so far as the customers are concerned. 

Q.—The basis of it is that your scheme to be efficient must have a 
consistent flow of water, so you won’t have to suspend operations ? 


A.—Yes. 
(.—That was one item you say increased from $900,000 to $3,500,000 2 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And that canal now is a canal that has a capacity of 550,000 to 
600,000 horsepower ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Has there been any change in the plan, as far as capacity is con- 
cerned, since that date? 

A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—Of course, you would know ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—There may have been some alterations or improvements in con- 
struction methods in detail ? 

A.—Yes, improvements in the quality of the work, which help to some 
extent. 

Q.—You have never contemplated any change to increase the quantity 
of power that would be developed ¢ 

A.—No. 

Q.—Then you went on with this estimate that was prepared in con- 
sultation with these engineers and how did you find that the costs compared 
with the estimate as you went along? 

A.—The labour cost was increased from two and a half to three times 
and the value of labour to two and a half to five times. 
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Q.—That is, the costs went up and labour efficiency fell down ? 
A.—Yes, that is it. 

Hon. Perrer Suitu: During what period ? 

A.—From 1918 to 1921. 

Hon. Mr. Freravuson: You say the cost went up two and a half to five 
times, ey vit 

A.—That is the direct charge. Of course, you have to figure on the 
value which went up two and a half to five times. 

Hon. Mr. Brags: What time in 1921 did you reach the climax? 

A.—I would say the climax was reached in the fall of 1920 and the 
spring of 1921. This price was maintained right through until the middle 
of August, 1921. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: You mean the price of labour was constant during 
that period ¢ 

A.—No, I mean our increases came each year, for instance, 1918 was 
higher than 1917, and there was an increase in 1919 and 1920, they kept 
on increasing, 

Q.—Can you tell us what proportion of the cost of this project is labour ? 

A.—Not off hand, but it is a very large proportion. : 

Q.—I suppose you could figure that out? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Will you make a note of that, just what percentage of the cost of 
this scheme was labour. 

A.—Yes, of course material also increased. 

Q.—Now, on the question of the efficiency of labour. You say that 
the falling off in labour efficiency was even more serious than the increase 
in prices ? 

A.—I would not say more serious, It was a serious proposition. There 
was a great shortage of labour and a great turnover. Men would leave 
the job to go to some other job and turn around and come back again. 
In fact, we had a turnover of 26,000 men in one year, with an average 
staff of between five and six thousand. That is a turnover of five times 
in a year; and those who handle construction work will appreciate the 
enormous cost in such a turnover of labour, a tremendous cost due to condi- 
tions over which the Commission had no control. 

Q.—What was the cause of that? 

A.—The scarcity of men and plenty of jobs with every man looking 
for an opportunity to sell his labour in a higher market. 

Hon. Mr. Bracs: Can we get the proportionate rate in efficiency, Mr. 
Gaby says the labour cost increased two and a half to three times. Can we 
get the proportion as to how efficiency ranged. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: He said two and a half to five times. I would 
like, Mr. Gaby, if, when you are working out the proportion of labour cost, 
you would at the same time calculate just what these two factors mean in 
increased cost that could not be anticipated ¢ 

A.—There are other things, too, not anticipated. 

Q.—You think more rapidly than I do. I was just going to ask you 
what other factors there were that you could not have had in contemplation, 
that led to increased cost ? 
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A.—We had the surtax and increased duties. 

Q.—Let us get them one at a time; the surtax, tell us what that is? 

A.—An increased tax on the goods we bought of one and a half to 
three per cent. 

Q.—What goods? 

A.—Material and equipment we purchased for this work. 

Q.—That is on the proportion that came from the United States? 

A.—No. In Canada as well. We had to pay one and a half to two 
per cent. for every thing we bought, and in addition to that we had to pay 
7% per cent. additional on the equipment brought in from the United States. 

Q.—I suppose you can calculate what the surtax amounted to? 

A:—Yes. 

Q.—Then there was the duty on materials and plant which you have 
brought in from the American side? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why did you go to the American side? 

A.—Because it couldn’t be got any other place. 

Q.—Was there anything but duty to be paid on that, any surtax on 
that when it came in from the American side? 


A.—Yes, sir. 
Q.—Duty and a surtax as well? 
A.—Yes, sir. 


Q.—The duty was what? 

A.—There was 74 per cent. extra duty. There was a standard duty 
of thirty to thirty-five per cent., and in addition to that there was an 
additional duty of 74% per cent. 

Hon. Perer Smiru: That wasn’t an increase on what it had been before ? 

A.—Yes, it was an increase. It was an increase not contemplated in 
the estimates of 1917. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: It was not put on until 1919, 

Hon. Mr. Smitu: There was a duty on then. 

Wirness: Yes, but this was an additional 744 per cent. 

Hon. Mr. Braces: Probably Mr. Gaby can give us the exact periods of 
the surtax and when the change in duty came, 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Yes, my idea is that these calculations should be 
made to show what addition to the cost arose from these factors that he is 
talking about. Now, were there any others? 

A.—An increase in freight rates. 

Q.—Just give us what other factors were not contemplated where you 
had to face increases ? 

A.—Those were the important ones. There may have been others but 
J do not just remember them. 

Q.—I want you to make a calculation, and briefly what I want is 
this: that you bring us a calculation here so that we can have, as briefly as 
you can put it the various items of increase that you could not have con- 
templated and over which you had no control, such as you have spoken of. 

A.—Of course you appreciate that it is an enormous job to get this 
analysis and that it would take some time, 

Mr. Tormre: Then there is the increase in material ? 
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A.—Yes, 

Hon. Prrer Smirw: When you decided on the expanded programme 
did you consult the Government of the day ? 

A.—That, I am not in a position to say, I believe the Commission 
did so. J understand they did so. 

Q.—If you did you will have some correspondence, 

A.—I cannot speak of that matter. That is something the Commis- 
sion will have to answer The correspondence, of course, is in the files and 
I haven’t looked over it. | 

Q.—If you have any correspondence with the Government in connection 
with the expanded programme I would like to have that, 

Mr. Tooms: I notice the gentleman has said something about the lack of 
efficiency of labour. He said that labour required considerable money and 
time to spend it. Does that apply to the professional staff and the office 
staff ? 3 

A.—Not to. the same extent. As far as the engineering staff is con- 
cerned there has been very little turnover in that staff, practically none. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: In 1918 did you get very far with construction 
work ? 
A.—No sir, it was mostly preparatory work. 

Q.—At what period did you start in, in a serious way, with construction 
work, the excavation and so on? 

A.—As you will readily appreciate our auxiliary plant was an exten- 
sive one on account of the magnitude of the work. We had done in the 
fall of 1920 and the spring of 1921 approximately 25 to 30 per cent. of 
the canal but practically nothing on the power house or equipment. That 
is, by the fall of 1920 and the spring of 1921. 

Q.—Up to that time there was no work beyond the actual excavation 
work ? . | 

A.—And the power house, just enough to get ready for the foundations. 

Q.—Nothing done with the intake ? 

A.—Very little, 

Q.—Nothing with the ice protection’ scheme ? 

A.—Some excavation in the river had taken place, excavation in the 
area over the intake, and the coffer dam. That had been commenced. 

Q.—I am told the ice conditions on the Niagara River are peculiarly 
dificult owing to the current and eddies and that sort of thing? 

A.—In certain locations they are. It depends on ‘the location how 
difficult they are. The Canadian Niagara plant is practically shut down at 
times due to physical conditions. The Electrical Development Company 
have very little trouble, and the Ontario Power Company a little more 
than the Electrical Development Company. 

Q.—It is a very difficult situation to cope with in the Niagara River ? 

A.—It is in all large rivers carrying so much ice as the Niagara does. 

Mr. Warson: Did you carry on the experiment in the Niagara River ? 

A.—As closely as conditions could be reproduced, in the N lagara River. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Where was the model ? 

A.—At the Dufferin Islands in the Niagara River. 
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Hon. Mr. Biaes: Climatic conditions would be the same but you couldn’t 
get the currents, 

A.—We had to use, as far as the experiments were concerned, artificial 
ice loaded to the same density as ice, also for anchor ice we had articles 
floating in the same way as ice would float. Flow conditions were repro- 
duced. It was really a model of the river located at the Dufferin Islands. 
The flow conditions were regulated. A model of the canal was also put in 
on a seale of one to twenty. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: You actually put in a constructed work that 
created a replica of the Niagara as far as it was possible to do.so ? 

A.—It was the largest model ever attempted for reproducing conditions 
anywhere. We spent from two to three years in actual experiments with 
different designs and models of intakes and sections of the canal and currents 
to check up the design in points in the canal. 

Mr. Torin: Is it customary for engineers to do that? 

A—No sir. They usually carry on without that. But that is an 
extra precaution the Commission carried on to insure that things were right. 
They don’t do it as a rule. 

Mr. Murpocu: What was the cost of that model ? 

A.—I couldn’t say off hand but it cost considerable. I would not like 
to say off hand but it would be a lot of money, thousands of dollars. 

Q.—You could get that? 

A.—I could. 

Mr. Frerauson: Was that contemplated in the estimate of cost? 

A.—Not in the beginning, no, It was an extra precaution, 

Q.—Now, I think you told us the increased cost of material was more 
than you contemplated ¢ | 

A.—Yes, running up to three times. 

Q.—Can you tell us how much was. invested in plant to carry on the 
work ? 

A.—Yes, sir. 

Q.—How much ? 

A.—The total for plant and stores was approximately $17,000,000 to 
$18,000,000. That is, plant and stores, 

Q.—Supphes ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you carry your own food camps, boarding camps ? 

A.—We had some camps operated by the Commission staff, but as a 
rule we provided camp buildings and facilities and contracted out these 
facilities to other parties who fed the men at certain rates, checked up by 
the Commission. In other camps we simply rented the camps and they 
provided their own food. 

Q.—Was there any loss in that branch ? 

A.—No, it was carried on at cost. We charged rates from time to, 
time to meet the cost. It was practically all carried out under contract. 

Q.—Did your original plan contemplate just an open earth canal? 

A.—yYes, open earth and rock. 

Mr. Greentaw: You never considered a tunnel ? 

A.—Yes, we had a careful analysis and comparative estimates made 
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of a tunnel and open canal and a combined tunnel and open canal. A 
great deal of time was spent in checking one against the other to see which 
was the most efficient and which was the lowest in cost and most efficient 
as to cost of operation. 

Mr. Frreuson: There was a suggestion, wasn’t there, that you tunnel 
right under Niagara Falls? 

A.—Yes. We checked up these three different plans, the open canal, 
a tunnel and this combination of both. After a thorough investigation by 
the consulting engineers, the one that was most efficient to our mind was 
the open canal and the one we would be most certain of as regards construction 
cost. 


Mr. Greentaw: You think it would cost more for a tunnel than 
an open canal ? 

A.—Yes, sir. There are a great many unknown conditions you may 
have to contend with in tunnel construction. To take out rock in the hundred 
foot levels where you would have to go to get proper rock would make 
the cost very much higher. That is the advice of experienced men who 
have built tunnels. A further thing we had to contend with, and that was 
the gorge which apparently had no bottom, only glacial morain, and it 
would be a difficult thing to construct a tunnel in that material and be sure 
you had something that would not settle, I am referring to the whirlpool 
gorge where you can bore for from two hundred to four hundred feet and 
can find nothing but glacial morain. 

How. Mr. Biaes: You could not have got a rock built tunnel and main- 
tained the grades. | 

A.—You would have to go 200 feet down and that would be a tre- 
mendous thing. That has been more or less proved by the construction of 
the tunnel at Niagara Falls to-day. The costs are very high. This matter 
was very carefully considered in 1916 and one of the reports is in there 
at the present time. 

. Mr. Greentaw: You gave consideration to the bridges and the loss 
of land you cut up and the dumps ¢ 

A.—Yes, all those things were considered. 

Mr. Torin: The canal you have, is it a steady grade down ? 

A.—It is a uniform grade. In other words, water put in at one end 
will flow out the other. : 

Mr. Warson: What percentage of flow do you gain by concreting the 
sides of the canal. I understand the friction is less and that you get more 
capacity. | 

A.—We estimate that we gain anywhere from 20 to 25 per cent. in 
improved conditions and the smoothness in connection with it. We figure 
the gain at from three to five thousand second feet. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: That is where your gain in horsepower would come 
in after the original side of the canal was decided on? 

A.—In the original plan it was not lined at all, just a channel side 
canal. Then the lining was added. It was practically impossible to get a 
smooth channel side and it would have to be concreted anyhow, so we 
decided to concrete the whole. 
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Q.—Then the investment in lining up the sides of the canal and the 
extra expenditure would ultimately lower the cost per horsepower by in- 
creasing the carrying capacity of the canal? 

A.—Yes, sir. 

Q.—So that the extra investment in lining the canal was actually a gain 
in horsepower and the ultimate production of the canal ? 

A.—That is right. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: I understood that to get rid of erosion was the 
reason for your cement lining? 

A.—And also the fact ‘that we could have a large section lined in 
any event for practically all the rock. 

Q.—Part of it had to be lined in any case? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Murpocu: How much wider and deeper had the canal to be made 
for this increased capacity ? 

A.—I cannot say off hand. Over the original 10,000 second feet esti- 
mate it was deepened more than three feet and slightly wider. It had to 
be widened also in connection with the lining with is from eighteen to 
twenty inches on each side. That is just a general answer. 

Mr. Tormim: You spoke one time about an estimate of $29,000,000. 
That didn’t include the lining and things of that sort ? 

A.—That was a three hundred thousand horsepower canal without lining 
and under the conditions of 1915 and 1916. That is from memory. 

Hon. Mr. Bices: Just before we leave that lining proposition. When 
was that idea ultimately adopted of lining the canal, when did that come in 
_as a stated feature of construction ? 

A.—I will have to refresh my memory. It came in in the 1917 esti- 
mates as to what extra lining would have to be put in to take care of the 
overbreak. As to when the lining of the whole canal was decided upon, I 
would have to look that up. 

3 Mr. Murvocr: Didn’t it occur to the Commission when they first thought 
of an open ditch that they would have this difficulty of erosion and other 
things. Why was the idea of lining not thought of at the start? 

A.—AIl the canals up to this time had been constructed on those lines. 
They allowed sufficient area to overcome that friction. This is the first 
large canal that has ever been lined in the world, that is an open ditch 
canal in a rock section. It was after further investigation—and these in- 
vestigations were going on all the time to lessen costs, improve conditions 
and increase efficiency. It was through these investigations by the consulting 
engineers and our own that it was finally recommended to the Com- 
mission that it should be done and they, I presume, recommended to the 
Government. 

Mr. Tormie: You made an estimate of what it would cost to line the 
whole thing ? 

A.—Yes, an estimate was made. 

Q.—What was it ? 

A.—The lining cost us about $7,000,000, somewhere in the neighbour- 
hood of $7,000,000. | 

Q.—Was that the total lining or the extra lining ? 
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A.—That is the total cost of the lining. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: The forebay is not concreted—that is gunited ? 

A.—Yes, the velocity is low there, and it was not necessary to concrete 
it, A tougher surface will do. It was gunited for the purpose of protect- 
ing it against leakage. 

A Memsrr: You just shoot the cement out ofa gun under water? 

A.—The cement is in a liquid grout, and’ is put under compressed air 
and forced out like in the ordinary compressed ait painting, at very high 
pressure, about 150 pounds pressure. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: I understand that when you decided to concrete 
the canal all the way through, that you wanted to provide for the maximum 
possibilities of the canal as to development? 

A.—Yes, that was the idea. 

Q.—You were looking to the future ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—It was to be a permanent job, and you had to provide for the future ? 

A.—When you put water in that canal you cannot touch it again. You 
eannot change its capacity when the canal is completed unless you unwater 
it. 

Q.—You could not change the capacity. You would have to unwater 
it, take the lining out to change that, so you had to provide for the ultimate 
maximum ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now, all these matters that came up for consideration from time 
to time, were they considered by these consulting engineers you have spoken 
about ? 

A.—Yes. That is what the Commission employed them for. Any change 
that was proposed was always taken up with the consulting engineers and dis- 
cussed with them. 

Q.—Where you made any changes, you consulted them 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—They were on the ground and were taken into consultation, and it 
was with their approval that alterations, that became necessary, were made? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When you say these engineers were on the ground, what do you 
mean by that, that they were there checking up on the work ? 

A.—From time to time, if there was any proposed change in the de- 
sign, they were advised, and would come up and go over the proposition, dis- 
cuss it and make their report to the engineers or to myself, There were 
practically very few changes after the design was finally decided upon. 

Q.—As I understand it then, any suggestions that came to you from time 
to time were submitted to them 4 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—You got their advice ? 
A.—Yes, that is as to important features, as far as the canal was con- 


cerned. 
Q.—Has there been any checking up of the work by these consulting 
engineers ? 
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A.—Yes, sir. In addition to that, other consulting engineers have been 
employed by the Commission for checking purposes. 

Q.—Who has been checking up on the work ? 

A.—Hugh L. Cooper was employed in 1920, and prepared a report on 
the work as it existed then, and the design of the canal; Mr. Kerbaugh, Mr. 
Stewart, the engineer; Mr. Lea, a hydraulic engineer; and in collaboration 
with Mr. Johnston, Mr. Wahlman. 

Q.—AIl these engineers from time to time checked up this work and ap- 
proved of it, as it has gone on ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Murpvocu: Before we get away from this; the original estimate 
was $10,500,000 on 150,000 horsepower ? 

A.—The original estimate was $10,500,000 onthe basis of 1913-14 con- 
ditions, for 100,000 horsepower, with a maximum capacity of 190,000 to 
200,000 horsepower. ; 

Q.—Then, how many horsepower did you figure on by increasing the 
size of the canal and the lining? 

A.—That was an estimate of 15,000 second feet, approximately, or about 
450,000 horsepower; and with the lining up to 550,000 to 600,000 horse- 
power. 

Q.—The widening would amount to about 300,000 horsepower ? 

 A.—Yes. The first was an estimate of 100,000 horsepower, then it went 
to 800,000 and then that was increased to 450,000, and by improvements and 
so forth, to 550,000, to 600,000. That was due to the increasing market de- 
mand and to the fact that it was not constructed at the time we expected. 

Q.—The market conditions made a difference in the capacity of the 
- canal ¢ 

A.—Not as to physical conditions, but it was a reason for additional 
capacity to take care of the future. Our load increases anywhere from 50,000 
to 55,000 horsepower every year and we had available to start with, a de- 
mand of 115,000 horsepower, which is being taken from the Queenston Chip- 
pawa with two machines. ? 

Hon. Mr Ferrauson: In other words, if you had stuck to the origi- 
nal plan of an open ditch development of 110,000 horsepower, with a capacity 
for a development up to 200,000 horsepower, it would not now come near 
to meeting your requirements ¢ 

A.—It is estimated it would hardly meet the demands under normal 
conditions operated to full capacity, which is not the most efficient way of 
operating, by December of this year. Further, if we had gone ahead with 
that canal it would have been necessary, two years ago, to start the con- 
struction of another canal of equal capacity or larger, as it takes anywhere 
from two and a half to three years to excavate a canal of that character. 

Mr. Totmrie: It has a capacity now for nine units ? 

A.—Ten. 

Q.—You can increase it to ten ? 

A.—We are putting in five units of 55,000 capacity, and we contem- 
plate putting in an additional five units of 75,000 horsepower capacity. 


The Committee then adjourned. 
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Pousric Accounts CoMMITTEE. 


April 19, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10.30 a.m., Mr Watson in the Chair. 
¥F, A. Gaby recalled. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Just a moment, before Mr. Ferguson begins his ex- 
amination; I am told that the Commission of Inquiry has been asking for 
the production of documents, and has been told that the documents are be- 
fore this Committee. I suggest that at the close of to-day’s sittings, the, docu- 
ments be returned to the custody of the Commission and if the Committee 
desires their production in the future I presume there will be no difficulty im 
arranging it, but we do not want to delay the getting of information by the 
commission of inquiry. I suppose there will be no objection to that, Mr. Fer- 
guson ? 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: No, I haven’t any desire or thought to interfere 
with the operation of the Commission, but I do desire that this Committee: 
shall be given every opportunity to function properly and that at all times. 
there will be available to this Committee and the reports and documentary: 
evidence in the Commission’s offices. I don’t want to be placed in this posi-- 
tion—I suppose this Commission will have a clerk or secretary or somebody 
and if the documents that are necessary to a proper investigation and examin- 
ation here are handed over to some other tribunal, I do not want them im- 
pounded. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We haven’t reached that stage yet. I do not know 
whether Mr. Gaby has been taking the documents back or leaving them here 
with the clerk, but I suggest that for the present, as a working arrangement 
that Mr. Gaby keep the documents in his own custody and if we come to the 
stage where there is any difficulty about the documents being in two places at 
the same time, we can discuss it then. In the meantime a modus vivendi 
ean be adopted, under which the documents will be available for the purpose 
of everybody. I think, perhaps, Mr. Gaby can adjust things so there will 
be no trouble. . 

How. Mr. Ferauson: The members of this Committee are laymen and 
need time to study these documents. But I am quite content if the Attorney- 
General gives the Committee an undertaking that these things will be avail- 
able, and are not going to be taken away from here, so that we will be de- 
prived of an opportunity of seeing them again before this Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: I have a letter here from Mr. Gregory: “At our 
meeting with the members of the Hydro Commission yesterday, we asked 
for the production of certain reports, estimates, ete. Mr. Pope, the secre- 
tary, stated that a number of the documents required by us had been sent 
up to the Parliament Buildings, for the use of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and, therefore, the Commission was not in a Position to produce them 
for us. If it would be convenient to do so, our Commission would be obliged 
if the Committee would have the documents returned to the Hydro Com- 
mission, so that they may be made available for us.” a 
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Hon. Mr. Frerauson: We were discussing that as you came in Mr. 
Premier. I haven’t any objection, and I want to expedite your commission, 
but I want an undertaking that these things will be available for this Com- 
mittee. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I suggested to Mr. Ferguson, that instead of the 
documents being left with the clerk of the Committee, they should be left 
in Mr. Gaby’s custody, that he should take them back and produce them here 
when called upon. If any difficulty should arise, any occasion for the 
documents being called for from two quarters at the same time, then we can 
consider that matter. In the meantime, as a working arrangement, we could 
let the documents remain in Mr. Gaby’s custody, and if a difficulty arises we 
can consider it. | 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: If this is to be an abortive inquiry, there is no use 
beginning it. The Attorney-General says: “If a difficulty arises, we will 
consider it.” My idea is to preclude the possibility of any such thing aris- 
ing. There is no doubt the Attorney-General could arrange it. I do not 
want to get on with two or three days examination, and then find that the 
documents are not available. I have no doubt the Attorney-General is in a 
position to say that he will undertake to get us such documents as we will re- » 
quire. I have no thought of impeding the Commission, but I do not want 
to run into a difficulty where I will get to an impasse, where I cannot do any- 
thing more. J think the Attorney-General should be prepared to say that, 
and that will be quite satisfactory to me. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: I do not see how I can give an undertaking, whether 
on behalf of the Hydro Power Commission or on behalf of the Commission of 
Inquiry. I do not think any undertaking is necessary. We are not asking 
for anything except that the documents be left with the Commission. We 
are not seeking to do anything to interfere with this Committee’s proceedings. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: I am a bit suspicious of you, to be candid, and I 
do not want to be placed in that position. When I begin an examination 
and take two or three days of the Committee’s time, I do not want to find 
that this examination must cease and amount to nothing. That is unfair to 
the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: I do not think there is any question of such a situa- - 
tion arising. The Commission want the documents for certain purposes for 
their own information. That does not mean they would be unavailable for 
the Public Accounts Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Fercauson: I don’t know whether it would or not. But the 
Attorney-General can arrange it. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I am prepared to go to this extent, that the Govern- 
ment will be prepared to facilitate, that is all you can ask for. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: Perhaps Mr. Gaby could tell us if it would not be 
perfectly possible that the documents would be available for both, for all 
practical purposes 4 

Mr. Frereavson: Mr. Gaby cannot tell. If the Commission say, we 
want these documents to peruse temporarily, you know that, ordinarily, when 
one of these things is brought before a Commission it will remain in the 
custody of that Commission. 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: I suppose some of the documents have been multi- 
plied ? 

Mr. Gasy: All the documents could be copied except some of the origi- 
nal plans. There is only one difficulty and that is that attached to some of 
these records are original plans, and there is only one copy available. We 
might be able to obtain additional copies. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Do you see any difficulty in the course I am sug- 
gesting ¢ 

Mr. Gasy: If copies are satisfactory, I see no difficulty in making 
copies of the data. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: It seems to me that if copies were made of those 
which could be copied, you would reduce the other thing to a minimum, and 
it would be quite possible to have the documents here and take them back 
again. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: The documents are in the custody of this Com- 
mittee, at the present time. 

Hox. Mr. Drury: The Committee would reasonably do that now that 
the investigation is proceeding, there ought to be an arrangement by which 
the Committee will, if you like, retain them in its custody, but let them be 
used for the purpose of the Commission. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: I have no objection to that at all. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: We have no desire to make the inquiry before this 
Committee abortive, but we do not intend to have the work of the Commission 
held up. 

How, Mr. Ferevson: Nobody is trying that. That idea arose in the 
mind of my friend behind you the other day. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: Mr. Raney, will you give an undertaking ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I won't give any undertaking at all. I do not know 
what it will mean, but the Government will endeavour to facilitate the work 
of this Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: What I would like the Attorney-General to say, 
and I am quite sure he can say it because I am quite sure he can go to the 
Commission and make that arrangement—is that this Committee will not 
be delayed in its examination or interfered with by the operations of your 
investigating commission. That is what I am anxious about. 

Hon. Mr. Raney then moved that the documents be left in Mr. Gaby’s 
custody, and produced by him subject to the further order of the Committee. 

Hox. Mr. Frrevson: That is taking them out of the custody of the 
Committee isn’t it? 

How. Mr. Raney: No, it isn’t because he is to produce them subject 
to the further order of the Committee. 

Hox. Mr. Feravson: That doesn’t mean anything. They are in the 
eustody of the Clerk of the Committee now, and he should be instructed to. 
produce them for the use of the investigating commission, if they are needed 
there. He can be called to produce them and Mr. Gaby can be called as a 
witness to give evidence in respect to them. But all the time these docu- 


ments should be available. as 
How. Mr. Raney: I am sure Mr. Gaby will facilitate you in that. 
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Hon. Mr. Ferauson: I am not worrying about Mr. Gaby. It is you 
I am worrying about. . . . Well, then, I suppose you will let matters re- 
main in statu-quo with the clerk of this Committee—is that it ? 

Hon. Mr. Donerty: I think there was an understanding when these 
documents were ordered. The question was asked. In case of the appoint- 
ment of an investigating Commission, and that Commission wanting these 
documents, what about it? Your reply was that at all times this Committee 
could send these documents back. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Yes, I remember that perfectly, that was part of 
your speech. I do not want this Committee to release these documents unless 
they are required by the Commission. They are in the custody of a Committee 
of the House and ‘therefore of the House itself, and when your Commission 
wants them, they are available. That should serve your purpose. The Com- 
mission is an independent thing over which we have no control and if the 
documents go down there no one can touch them. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: There is one further course which the Government 
would be loth to take. I find that this was anticipated for at the former 
meeting “‘that— 

Quote from minutes of April 7 referring to ‘‘understanding that if a 
Commission was appointed the Government would reserve it to itself to sug- 
gest that the Committee should not proceed further with the inquiry. 

“The Government is loth to make that suggestion but there must be no 
such holding up of documents as would impede the investigation of the Com- 
mission. We do not want to take that action and we won’t take it but it 
seems to me Mr. Raney’s motion gives this Committee all it needs. 

Hon. Mr. Fereauson: I take issue with you there. There is this; these 
documents are in the possession of a committee of this House. This Com- 
mittee desires to make that information available for your recently appointed 
commission. When that Commission requires it all they have to do is to 
summon the clerk of this Committee to produce the documents and summon Mr. 
Gaby to give evidence with respect to them. That would be the ordinary usual 
and simple course, the documents all the time in the custody of the Com- 
mission. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is not the situation at all. These Commissioners 
desire to see these documents. They want an opportunity of knowing some- 
thing about the situation before they start to function. 

Hon. Mr. Fercvuson: Then let them take Mr. O’Brien down with 
them. What is the object in wanting to get them out of the custody of the 
Committee ? 

Hon. Mr. Drury: What is to be gained by holding these documents 
nominally in the possession of the Committee of the House by making Mr. 
O’Brien carry them around? Why not release them subject to the order of 
this Committee which is the effect of Mr. Raney’s motion. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: There is no question in your mind as to the safety of 
these documents either in the hands of Mr. O’Brien or Mr. Gaby is there? 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: No, the question is this, to put it bluntly. Your 
attitude two meetings ago was entirely different than what it is to-day in re- 
spect to the activities of this Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: What is the difference ? 
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Hon. Mr. Fereuson: It was laid down here definitely and emphatically 
that when your commission was appointed it was useless to go on with this 
investigation here. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: Ob no. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Oh yes. 

Hon. Mr. Donrerry: When you intimated that you had no desire to 
impound these documents, and that these documents were to be at the dis- 
posal of the Commission it was appointed, our attitude absolutely changed, 
but now if you are going to- 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: I am not going to do anything but maintain the 
status quo. The clerk is available and he can carry them down and bring them 
back to the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Put the motion. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: I know he says “put the motion” in his usual 
arbitrary way but that is not fair to this Committee. It is properly organized 
and it has these documents in its possession, and it is a question whether we 
can release them or not. But instead of doing that, the clerk of this Com- 
mittee is the proper official to take them there if they want to use them. Mr. 
Gaby is only a witness. He is not the custodian of these documents even at 
the Hydro offices. The clerk of this committee can retain the documents 
all the time under his control. The rights of this Committee are paramount 
to any commission or anything else. At the same time I want to make it 
clear that I haven’t any thought of impeding or obstructing in any way the 
operations of your Commission. What I do say is that this Committee has a right 
of way in this investigation ahead of any Commission or any tribunal and it 
would be a remarkable thing if a committee appointed by Parliament is to 
take secondary place to a commission appointed by Council behind closed 
doors. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: It could only be done by the will of the Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Of course the will of the Committee will be what 
you want it to be. The Government have seen to it that it has a sufficient 
majority. They would be foolish if they didn’t... .... I think the motion 
should be in a different form entirely. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: It seems to me that in practice these difficulties 
would disappear. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: There is nothing like taking the ordinary course 
in these things. If that policy is pursued no difficulty will arise. 

Hon. Mr. Raney’s motion was then put to the Committee and adopted. 

The examination of Mr. Gaby was then proceeded with: 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Well, Mr. Gaby, at the last sitting you undertook 
to make some calculations for us with reference to the excess cost of labor 
and materials and various other items. Have you those here with you? 

A.—I haven’t completed the calculations with exactness but I have 
a more or less general statement as to approximately what this difference 
would mean in connection with labor. As to material it had been very difh- 
cult. It means a reference to practically all the vouchers of the Commission, 
the checking of the same and the different prices that have obtained from 
time to time before we can sum up what the difference would be between 
conditions in 1916 when our estimates were prepared, and the actual cost 
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to the commission; but a general survey of a number of items has been made 
to give you some idea of what these changes have been, and the other can 
be prepared at a later date if the information we have is not sufficient for 
your purposes, 

Hon. Mr. Frravson: Then we will have what you have here, Mr. 
Gaby. I think the first item I have here is labor. 

A.—In connection with labor; on $50,000,000 of approximate expendi- 
ture on the canal only, the power house and hydraulic works the direct labor 
charge is $11,855,770. For the operation of trains, operation of sub-stations, 
pressure house and auxiliary equipment in handling the excavation there 
was an expenditure on labor of $12,353,400 which included approximately 
one to two millions in repair parts for the plants which was included under 
the head of operation. Approximately altogether there was a total on labor 
of $23,000,000 to $25,000,000 and in addition to that we have, superintending 
and field force, $1,272,000; head office and general engineering $1,283,520 
roughly making a figure of approximately $25,000,000 which may be attri- 
buted to payrolls and labor not including the accounting staff or head office 
at all. We have analysed the payrolls for the years 1916 to 1921 and we 
find that the average increase is approximately 124 per cent. 

Hon. Mr. Frrcuson: That is the difference between the prices prevail- 
ing in 1916 and the prices prevailing in 1921? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That would be 124 per cent., you say. 

A.—Yes, $125 per cent. increase or a difference in the neighborhood of 
$12,500,000 on that account only. That of course does not include the labor 
that will be involved in the construction of the plant from December 31, in 
the, neighborhood of $2,000,000. This item refers only to the period up to 
December 31, 1921. We have found that on an analysis of materials such 
as cement—taking cement for instance. The average price as between 1917 
and 1921 is given. On the actual payments by the Commission the price 
of cement increased from $1.85 to $2.37 in 1917. In 1921 it was $4.45 and 
$4.55, $5.85 and $3.47. 

@.—What was the average ? 


A.— $4.40. 
- Q.—That was including bags? 
A.—Yes. 
Hon. Mr. Biaas: That means 80 cents a barrel off on the one ! 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—And 40 cents off on the 1916 price? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—80 cents off the $4.40 if you returned the bags? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That would be $3.60 and 40 cents off the 1916 price would be $1.45 ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—So that you increased from $1.45 in 1916 to $3.60 in 1921? 

A.—yYes, subject to an allowance for loss in bags. 

Mr. Hart: Can you give the Committee an idea of what the change in 
the price of cement made per cubic yard of concrete? 
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A.—That depends on the class of concrete. The class of concrete in 
which this cement went ranged from four bags per cubic yard up to seven 
or eight bags depending upon the class of concrete and the mixture. 

Q.—Can you give us any idea of the average cost per cubic yard of 
concrete ? 

A.—It would run about six bags per yard. Allowing for about a thirty 
per cent. loss in bags, about 60 cents from returns, or $3.80 per barrel—it 
would be between $6 and $7 per yard. 

Q.—I am speaking of a yard of concrete placed. 

A.—Six to seven dollars per yard in 1921. 

Hon. Mr. Bracs: He means the total cost per cubic yard. He means the 
block of concrete itself, cement, gravel, material overhead and everything. 

A.—Well, our labor for instance increased 125 per cent. or 27/4 times 
what it was in 1916. Labour runs—depending on conditions, and there 
again you have to take into consideration the class of work—anywhere from 
$12 to $25 in 1916 and $24 to $40 in 1920, for the same class of concrete. 
That is, our ingredients have increased in the neighbourhood of approximately 
double. It increased by 100 per cent. . 

Mr. Hatz: I placed a lot of concrete in 1920 and while I got $24 if 
thought I was getting a pretty fair profit, making forms and everything else. 

A.—It all depends on the character of the concrete which you are placing, 
the relative cost of the forms to the total cost of the concrete. For instance 
if you put concrete in the thin linings of eighteen to twenty inches on the 
sides of the canal it would cost you much more than putting in mass con- 
crete in bodies of twenty to thirty feet in section. Our prices ranged any- 
where from $14 to $15 up to $40. 

Q.—I wanted the average cost. 

A.—I cannot give you that. 

How. Mr. Breas: Can we ask, just before we leave the cement what the 
price has ranged down to at the present period ¢ 

A.—I think it ranges at present down as low as $3.50 to $3.40. 

Q.—Bags included ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Warsow: With an allowance for bags of 80 cents per barrel ? 

A.—Yes, but you must take into consideration that there is always some 
loss on bags, a twenty to thirty per cent. loss. 

How. Mr. Ferauson: What difference in the cost then, in the aggregate 
has there been with reference to the cost of cement and material in 1916 and 
the last year, 1921? | : 

A.—I haven’t gone into the details, in that way, as to take a cubic yard 
of concrete. I have simply taken material and tried to get the increased 
cost and then take an average over the total cost of material and give you 
a rough estimate. On crushed stone for instance we were paying $1.25 to 
$1.40 in 1917—and less in 1916—and it cost $2.17 per ton in 1921. Gravel 
cost us 95 cents to $1.12 in 1917 and $1.35 to $1.97 in 1921, lumber ranged 
from $28 and $29 to $35 in 1917 to from $55 to $78 in 1921, according to 
the class of lumber, timber $45 to $80 and so forth. Taking a summary we 
have an increase of 66 to 80 per cent. in the cost of materials over the period 
from 1916 to 1921. 
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(.—The increase in the cost of material from 1917 to 1921 was 66 to 
80 per cent. ? 

A.—Yes. ‘ 

Hon. Mr. Breas: How did you arrive at the price of crushed rock in 
the last two or three years of operation, is it not a fact that you have been 
crushing nearly all your own supply. How did you arrive at that cost? 

A.—We figured out our own overhead and expenses. Of course, in the early 
days we had to buy some, but not much. Practically all the rock was crushed 
by ourselves. 

Mr. Murpocu: You would not be using much cement in 1917 2 

A.—We had to use some but not a great deal. 

Q.—Did you use much in 1918? 

A.—Some in 1918 for the purposes of foundation, as far as the auxiliary 
plant is concerned. Our great quantity of cement was used in 1920 and 
1921 - 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: Have you figured that out approximately in dol- 
lars and cents? 

A.—Roughly figured, I have it here. The cost of transformers in- 
creased—in 1915-1916 it was 125 per cent. over 1914 and 250 per cent. in 
1918. The price remained approximately the same from then on. 

@.—Did you figure that in any detail—talking about materials? 

A.—Yes. Allowing approximately 80 per cent. for the increased cost 
of material and equipment we have a sum in the neighbourhood of $10,000,- 
000 to $11,000,000 as the increased cost of materials entering into that work. 

().—This of course is an approximation ? 

A.—Yes. . 

Hon. Mr. Bieeas: Your estimate of the increase in cost of materials on 
the whole project up to date would be from $10,000,000 to $11,000,000. 

A.—That is on materials alone. That is roughly. It may be more and 
it may be less. I believe though that that is a conservative estimate of what 
the increased cost of materials and equipment has been. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: In that increased cost have you figured out the in- 
creased duties ? 

A.—We have been endeavouring to do that, that is a difficult matter. 

Q.—Have you included that in the $10,000,000 to $11,000,000 2 

A.—It would be included in the increased cost of materials to some 
extent. . 

Q.—Now, you made a little memo of these things, didn’t you? 

A.—One was the surtax of one to one and a half per cent. I haven’t 
been able to get that worked out with any degree of accuracy owing to the 
magnitude of the work. The staff is working on it at the present time. It 
means a reference to the vouchers. 

Q.—The increase in freight rates was another thing to which you re- 
ferred ? 

A.—There has been a seventy-five per cent. increase in freight rates 
since 1916. 

Q.—Can you tell us approximately what it would amount to. 

A.—Not at this time. 

Q.—Now I understand that the commission went on the assumption 
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that their machinery and plant that would have to be imported, would be 
free of duty, and that you have made a claim against the Dominion Gov-’ 
ernment on that account. What did that amount to? 

A.—Three quarters of a million to a million dollars. 

Mr. Hari: Can’t we get that machinery here? 

A.—It was not manufactured in Canada. It was large excavating mach- 
inery, only manufactured in the United States. It was machinery that was 
not manufactured in Canada. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Then the question of interest charges. What was 
the total of that? 

A.—Approximately about four millions, as near as we can estimate it, 
that is over and above what was estimated as interest charges. 

How. Mr. Brees: How do you make a total of that kind? We can 
understand where there would be a four million interest charge, and of 
course the difference between a normal rate of interest in 1917 and 1918, 
and when it went to the peak in 1921. 

A.—The way I arrived at it is this. We had in 1916 an estimate which 
provided for $1,628,000 of interest charges during construction or about 
744% during the term of three to three and a half years over which we were 
to construct this plant. The actual interest charge chargeable to the job 
in view of the annual increase of costs and the increase in rate which we 
figured at five per cent. has been somewhere in the neighbourhood of six 
millions, directly chargeable against expenditure on account of the Queenston- 
Chippawa Development. | 

@.—How do you figure out this excess ¢ 

A.—The estimate in 1916-17 provided for an interest charge of $1,628,- 
000 on the then cost of the work, which is sufficient to take care of a five 
per cent. interest charge on that capital expenditure, spread over a period of 
three and a half years. 

Q.—That would be on the original cost of $10,500,000. 

A.—No, that is on the estimate on which the work was started. The 
original estimate upon which legislation was enacted, is not the estimate on 
which the work was started. 

Mr. Murvocx: Which are these figures you are giving us? Are they 
the original estimate? 

A.—The figures of increased labour cost are on actual conditions, and 
what it would have cost if we had constructed that work at the rates of pay 
and costs of material in 1916. 

Q.—That is on the ten million estimate ? 

A.—The ten million estimate was made on the conditions of 1913-14, 
and was an estimate for a different proposition entirely. 

Q.—You gave us here a percentage of increases. ‘On what basis were 
those estimated? What is the amount of the original estimate on which they 
were based ? 

A.—As I stated before, there were two estimates, $29,000,000, the other 
about twenty-four or twenty-five millions. 

Q.—This is figured on the twenty-four or twenty-five million estimate 2 


A.—Yes. 
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Hon. Mr. Smiru: The interest charges increased to six or seven mil- 
lions ? 

A.—They will. Up to December thirty-first last they were between five 
and six millions. 


Q.—So that your estimate of total expenditure on Chippewa would ex- 
ceed one hundred millions, very appreciably. 


A.—No, you must remember we have been operating since 1917, and 
that you would have an average of ten per cent. interest during that period, 
because you pay interest for each succeeding year of three and a half years. 
It averages approximately ten per cent. interest over the total capital ex- 
penditure on that job. For instance, you would spend in the first year a 
million, the next year two millions, the next year three millions, the third 
year sixteen millions and the last year twenty-six millions or an average 
yearly interest charge over each year accumulated, would amount to the sum 
of between five and six millions. 


Mr. Haru: Could you give us the percentage of the cost of labour, the 
actual labour, in comparison with the cost of managing the labour, the en- 
gineers, and so on? 

A.—Our overhead for administration and engineers would amount to, 
as near as I can remember, taking it for the whole job, to not over three to 
three and a half per cent. of the total cost. On the labour cost it would be 
approximately about one and a half or two per cent. or less. That includes all 
manner of accounting as well. It includes items which are usually in a con- 
tract chargeable to the contract. 


Mr. Hart: One thing I am not clear about. We keep getting estimates 
all the way along the line from 1916 down to the present time, and I would 
like to know if we are to understand that a new estimate was made year by 
year as you struck difficulties or was there an estimate made of the total cost 
of the work, and then did you afterwards make new estimates as you went 
along ? 

A.—It takes anywhere from two or three months without analysis to 
prepare and check up all the data available on a job like this. We do not 
prepare estimates from year to year, as you will appreciate in 1920, con- 
ditions as to labour and material were very much in chaos, and up until 1920 
there had not been actually excavated more than twenty-five per cent. of 
that job, thus seventy-five per cent. or more of that work was done during the 
years 1920 and 1921, and no one could tell you what the conditions would 
be from year to year. It was a matter of meeting conditions as they came. 
Labour had increased from one hundred to two hundred or forty-three per 
cent. in 1921, and materials had increased all the way from one hundred to 
two or three hundred per cent. and some materials cost four times as much as in 
1916. In addition to that, we had other conditions to contend with, such as fires. 
We had one or two fires. We had a great labour turn over, and one or two 
things of that kind. We had increases on any amounts we had to pay for 
equipment in the United States. We had an increase on exchange up to 
seventeen and a half per cent., and our duties increased seven and a half per 
cent., an increased sale tax of one to three per cent., depending on the class of 
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material, and an increase of seventy-five per cent. in freight rates. All these were 
practically caught at the peak, because the greater part of the work was 
done during the latter part of 1919, 1920 and 1921. 

Q.—As a practical engineer of whom the province feels proud, would 
you if you had not been working for the commission on this job, if you had 
been using engineering skill and knowledge: as an engineering contractor, 
taking the job for yourself, would you have been satisfied to start on this job 
with the meagre information you had ? . 

A.—I don’t agree with the meagre information, because our estimates 
were based on detailed plans when we started on that work, and as will be 
shown that estimate of twenty-four to twenty-nine millions in 1917 when we 
commenced this work, has increased by approximately thirty million or more, 
due to increased rates of wages, increased costs of materials and other differ- 
ences in conditions estimated on at that time. 

Q.—Perhaps you would like to know why I asked you that question. 
The country are assured that this job can be done for a certain sum of money. 

A.—Not assured. 

Q.—Practically that. Estimates were given. Very few men can ap- 
preciate a job that goes into millions, and then we find this estimate ex- 
ceeded by so many millions. That is why I think you had meagre details. 

A.—We had all the details, as I have stated. Taking the quantities we 
used in the preparations of the original estimates and applying the rates of 
pay and the cost of material at that time, we got an estimate of twenty-five to 
twenty-nine millions. If you take the increased cost in wages which alone 
amounted to twelve and a half million, this twenty-nine millions plus twelve 
and a half millions brings you up to the sum of forty millions. Then we had 
a material cost of ten to eleven millions in addition to that. Increased in- 
terest charges of four millions and then there was an increase on the canal 
lining of five to six millions. That was the only increase made in connection 
with that estimate, and that was a change made to change the canal from a 
ten to a fifteen thousand second feet, and to improve the quality of the work. 
Now in answering that question at the last meeting, I was asked to bring the 
names of various contractors who were asked for tenders on that work. Here 
is the opinion of men who were very large contractors such as Baldry, Yer- 
burgh and Hutchinson, Limited, The Dominion Construction Co., working 
on the Welland Canal, Wm. Cowlin & Son, Larkin and Sangster of Buffalo, 
The Foundation Company of New York and Montreal. These were asked to 
tender on the construction of that work in 1916-17, and tenders were to be in 
by January 17th. Here is what Larkin and Sangster say. They say they 
would not take the contract, although the plans and specifications were be 
fore them. They would not take the contract in view of the conditions, the 
uncertainties as regards labour and material, and they say they would only 
do it on a cost plus basis, and with some of these tenders the cost plus reached 
as high as twenty-two per cent. Some were eight and some were ten, not 
including rental of equipment they might own or purchase or that the com- 
mission might purchase. These propositions were submitted to the com- 
mission and after a thorough investigation the commission decided that in 
view of the uncertainty it would be in the interests of the commission to 
carry on the work under their own direction. Larkin and Sangster say: 
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“We are in receipt of your favour of the 27th inst. inviting us to tender 
on the earth and rock work in connection with the proposed Niagara Develop- 
ment. 

We may say that we understood that the Commission intended to under- 

take this work itself, and as this was so obviously the proper course to take 
under existing circumstances, your enquiry was somewhat unexpected. 
. We can safely assume that your decision to proceed with the work at 
this time is forced upon you by the increasingly serious shortage in the 
Niagara power supply. You must therefore aim at a maximum of economy 
and speed in construction. As regards economy, your decision to use electric 
power is well advised, in view of the price at which you will be able to ob- 
tain it, and a very great saving in construction cost should result. 

To ensure speed, it will be absolutely necessary to use new electrically 
driven plant of the newest, heaviest and most up-to-date type that money 
can buy. 

We do not know of any contracting firm on this Continent which can 
meet the above requirements, or which could meet them, by the purchase of 
new plant of the requisite type inside of one year or eighteen months. 

Apart from the time which we would require to install a plant under 
the foregoing conditions, the capital charges, together with a margin of profit 
commensurate with the risks involved, would result in a tender price probably 
far in excess of any estimates your Engineers have made on a strictly cost 
basis, and with the added advantage of the basis, and with the added advantage 
of the Provincial interest rate. 

Under the circumstances, therefore, we do not consider that any good pur- 
pose would be served by submitting a tender on the work. 

We have taken the liberty of expressing our opinions at some length, 
first because we have watched the development of this project through its 
preliminary stages with great interest and have given it considerable thought, 
and second, because we have a desire to have clearly understood our reasons 
for not submitting a tender, as we do not wish to prejudice our standing with 
the Commission in connection with future work which may be carried out un- 
der normal conditions, and which we may be better able to handle.” 

That was the tenor of all these letters. Conditions were so chaotic that 
they could not tender on any other basis than a cost plus basis ) 

Mr. Crarx: Didn’t the Hydro Commission put in an estimate for the 
Government in 1920 for the completion of this work. 

A.—In 1920 a very complete report was made and is submitted to the 
committee here. In 1920 in view of these conditions as to cost, the Govern- 
ment requested that we should submit to them an estimate of the work as 
it was at that time, and in order that they should have the best possible 
results, the Commission asked the permission of the Government to employ 
Consulting Engineers. Mr. Hugh L. Cooper was employed to prepare a report 
and an estimate. In view of the variance of the reports he submitted, two 
other firms were asked to report. Mr. Stewart who is an Engineer of out- 
standing reputation, and a man who has handled twenty-five to six hundred 
million dollar contracts, four hundred millions for the Government during 
the war, was asked to report on the cost of the work. Mr. Kerbaugh, who 
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built the Kensic dam for New York, and’ big aqueduct, and had had con- 
tracts with the Pennsylvania Railway and was familiar with that class of 
work was asked to give his report along with Mr. Stewart as to what the 
probable cost of the work would be. In addition to that Mr. R. D. Johnston 
who had been our Consulting Engineer from the fall of 1916, was asked to 
report on the engineering features of the work and R. S. Lea of Montreal was 
also asked to report on the engineering features. Now these reports were in 
and were submitted to the Government in October or November of 1920 
and on these reports, the Commission submitted an estimate for an appropria- 
tion in January 1921 of a certain amount. Now on the conditions then 
existing, and on their estimated schedule of carrying out the work in a cer- 
tain way by new equipment by a certain time. Their estimate was that in 
their best judgment, we could carry out the work for that amount, provided 
the schedule was carried out. But our shovels came six weeks late, which was 
over twenty-five per cent. of the total capacity and held up the program as 
far as the excavation was concerned. The shovels did not do the amount of 
work it was anticipated they would do. They fell down probably forty per 
cent. in capacity, notwithstanding the fact that we had the same equipment 
under electrical operation which was doing the work. They were forty per 
cent. less efficient although steam was stated to be more efficient than elec- 
tricity. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Did you put in this steam auxiliary on the advice 
of the consulting engineers ? p 

A.—Yes, sir. It was the only thing we could do because it would have 
taken a year or eighteen months to purchase electrical equipment. We could 
not wait. 

Q.—Because you could not get the machines made? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Crarx: The shovels did not do the amount of work you expected of 
them ? 

A.—No. Then in addition to that we bought the very best concreting 
plants there were in the country. We made a thorough investigation into the 
matter and got manufacturers’ designs and advice as to the best concreting 
plant and type of forms. Steel forms had to be used. These were forms 
already in existence and had been used. We put these forms into operation 
and they absolutely failed. We had to re-design new forms for the con- 
ereting of these sides. That delayed us probably another six weeks or two 
months, redesigning and manufacturing these forms on our own account. 
In all we lost nearly three months in concreting operations and we had to 
double up on our plant. I may say that I believe we now have an offer to 
purchase the original forms. 

Mr. Warson: Are they made of lumber? 

A.—No, sir, of steel. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You expect to salvage something out of that. 

A.—I think we will probably get very nearly what we paid. 

Mr. Warson: Taking your original figures as normal, have you any 
estimate of the complete increase in cost of the canal on account of abnormal 
conditions ¢ 
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A.—(Not answered). 

Mr. Crark: When you made this estimate in 1920 things were pretty 
nearly at the peak ¢ 

A.—Yes, and remained so all that year. 

Q.—So that your estimate should be a reasonably sound estimate. ‘There 
was no extraordinary increase in material or labor since that time? We 
have been going back to 1914, but these increases that you have been speak- 
ing of would not have any bearing on a 1920 estimate? 

A.—The estimates were prepared with the Consulting Engineers, and 
in the Fall of 1921, they were called back again to supervise the work as it 
went on, called back to report as to the reasons for these probable changes, 
and their report has been submitted. Their statement is that there was ten 
and a half million of a difference there attributed to conditions over which 
they could have no control, the fire, the extra plant on account of these de- 
lays. The difference in the character of rock, and things of that kind which 
they have as engineers gone over and justified. 

Mr. Hart: Were the increases in any way due to changes in design 
owing to the opinions of outside engineers? — 

A.—At what period ¢ 

Q.—From the beginning, from the consulting engineers, from Mr. 
Cooper ? 

A.—No, not from Col. Cooper. He had no suggestions that were not 
already taken care of. We had a consulting engineer on the job all the time 
during the years 1917, 1918, and 1919. The Commission as I stated at 
the last meeting had carried on a certain investigation as the best possible 
structure to put in to eliminate possible shut downs. These experiments 
were carried on under Professors of the University, and also under the 
direction of the consulting engineers, and they had to change the design 
from one which was suggested by ‘Col. Cooper, and adopted in the first 
place to an intake which is of more scientific design and which is hoped 
will eliminate these ice conditions, and which would cost anywhere from two 
to two and a half millions more. We are not installing that complete intake 
for the first five units as recommended. They recommended stages of it. 
We are installing a part of it, and at a later date, as the plans become fully 
operative, we will install the rest if it is at that time necessary. Now the 
first will cost probably in the neighbourhood of one and a half to two millions, 
whereas the original estimate was about nine hundred thousand for the in- 
take, and further than that this intake has now a capacity for twenty-five 
thousand second feet, whereas the original intake was only from ten to fif- 
teen thousand. 

Mr. Harz: You say probably. Are we to understand that the scheme 
is in embryo ? 


A.—The situation is this. To-day our estimate is one and a half mil- ' 


lions, but actual tenders before the Commission are two to three hundred 
thousand less than the estimates. These tenders are being considered by the 
Commission to-day, but we have definite knowledge that it will not exceed 
the estimate. 

Q.—Have you arrived at an estimate which you think in your opinion 
will complete the job. 
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A.—Yes Sir. } 

(J.—Can you relieve our minds on that—for the first five units, there are 
to be nine. 

A.—That is sometime in the future. We do not know about that. 

@.—Then say for five units. Have you got to the place where you can 
give us that information. 

_  A.—We submitted a total estimate to the Government in February of 
this year. 

Q.—For the final completion of five units ? 

A.—Yes Sir. When we asked for a certain appropriation for the year 
1922, 

Q.—They are not likely to go up now? 

A.—The tenders we have received recently for work that has to be done 
as far as the canal is concerned are materially under our estimates that 
have been submitted to the Government as the amount to complete the work. 
We feel we will considerably reduce the estimate we have given. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: That is for five units ! 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: What was the figure Mr. Gaby ? 

A.—We had about seventeen to eighteen millions in plant material, and 
stores, and allowing three and a half millions for salvage it was about sixty- 
five million and some odd thousand to complete the work. 

Q.—That was the total to complete five units and put them in operation ? 

_A.—Yes. 

Q.—Deducting these salvage figures. 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Biaes: $65,365,008 ¢ 

A.—Yes, that is it. 

Mr. Murvocx: The other day we asked you as to the cost of that model. 
Can you giye us that. 

A.—I think about twenty thousand dollars was the cost of the model, 
but not over twenty-five thousand. It was a small item, but was of great 
advantage to the Commission in determining what was the best thing to 
put in. 

Q.—Another thing; In regard to the cement, you stated that twenty-nine 
millions was the basis of the estimate. You did not estimate using a great 
deal of cement at that time did you. You did not intend then to line the 
canal. 

A.—There was about six to seven hundred yards of concrete in that job. 
Lining the canal only required about one hundred and sixty-five thousand 
yards, so it was only a small proportion of the total. 

(Q.—Where did you expect to use such a big percentage if you did not 
use it in the lining. 

A.—In our power house foundations, screen house and intake, and in 
the whirlpool section. 

Q.—This particular intake was not figured in at that time! 

A.—No it was not, but the concrete in the intake is not more than thirty- 
five thousand yards. The old estimate probably would have been about 
twenty-five to twenty-six thousand yards. There is only a difference of 
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about five or six thousand yards. It isn’t the amount of concrete, it is the 
difference in character. 

Q.—In figuring the increased cost of the canal due to the increased prices 
of cement, and so forth, the ning of the canal should not be considered on 
that twenty-nine million basis ? 

A.—It is not. I took the actual amount of yards of actual material used 
and I said that if we could have bought at the prices prevailing in 1916, if we 
could have had the prices prevailing for labor and material then, we would 
have reduced the cost twelve and a half millions in one case and eleven mil- 
lions in another case. I showed you how the interest charges increased. 

Q.—When you estimated on using cement in lining the canal, you 
estimated on the higher price, because it was at the time of higher prices when 
you made that estimate. 

A.—No it was not, because the lining of that canal was in the esti- 
mate in the year 1919, when prices had not reached the maximum. 

Q.—But they were up pretty well ? 

A.— Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Speaking about the contractors’. offers—that was 
merely for the excavation ? 

A.—AIl the work such as excavation and concrete work, in connection 

with the canal. It didn’t include the power house or the plant. 
Q.—They wanted you to furnish the plant or to be paid extra for that ? 

A,.—Yes. 

Mr. Hatz: With regard to the plant, they could get the plant from the 
manufacturers just as the Commission could ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—The Commission didn’t manufacture the machinery ? 
A, INO. 


Q.—So that the contractors would have as good a chance of buying as the 
Commission did ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: The contractors offered merely on the excavation 
work and the concrete work. The big item on that would be the shrinkage 
on the plant they would have to buy. They said they didn’t propose to stand 
for that. They wanted cost plus in addition to that, that the Commission 
must pay rental on or furnish the plant. That was a tremendously large 
item if the contractor didn’t have to furnish the plant? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—It would enable the contractor to take the contract at a much lower 
price than otherwise ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In other words, the contractor who says I will do this w work on a 
cost plus basis of 22 per cent., you to furnish the plant, must have a lot more 
than that if he is to furnish the plant. He will want a lot more than 22 per 
cent. over cost to cover shrinkage and loss in salvage ? 

A Mermprr: What is the ordinary rate? 

A.—The standard is about fifteen per cent. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Cost plus fifteen per cent. is the rate on most of 
the big public works I think. 
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Mr. Murpvocx: Mr. Hall stated that he put in a contract for concrete 
around $24 a yard. Were you finding your own plant Mr. Hall? 

Mr. Hatz: Yes, sir. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: It would be a different plant, . . . I want to 
get these figures so they will be available for everybody in evidence. Your 
increases, Mr. Gaby, as I have them here—please verify them—are; payroll 
labor, about twelve and a half millions; cement and materials, ten to eleven 
millions; surcharge and duties, three-quarters to a million; and the increase 
in ‘interest charges four millions approximately. 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You haven’t in that calculation your increase in freights ? 
A.-=No. 


Q.—Nor your duties ? 

A.—Duties are four millions. You mean the sales tax? 

Q.—Oh, yes. 

A.—That is not in there. 

Q.—You haven’t in that, your sales taxes ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—So that we have $28,500,000 of increases outside of freight and sales 
taxes between 1917, and 1920, or last year ? 

A,.—Yes. 

Q.—Now have you here, Mr. Gaby, the first report you made making a 
change in the estimates? The first report you made to the Government that 
increased the original estimate ¢ 

A.—I do not believe I have. You will appreciate that year to year these 
things were taken up by the Commission with the Government of which the 
chairman of the Commission was then a member. I haven’t with me the 
estimates of 1914 to 1919. Those from 1919 to 1922 are with the clerk 


of the Committee. 


~Q.—These various changes in the estimates were always submitted to the 


Government, the old Government or this? 


A.—Not always in writing, but the matter was discussed with them from 
time to time. | 

Mr. Haru: Don’t you think they should have been in writing ? 

A.—Well the chair#:an of the Commission was a member of the Govern- 
ment at the time, and they had-full information from him. 

Hon. Mr. Fereauson: What is the first written estimate you have here 
with you ? 

* A.—TI will have to refer to the file... . . The first written report is 
of September 13, 1915. Previous to that time the matter was taken up with 
the Government in 1913, and an appropriation was made in 1914, to go on 
with the work of investigating and preparing a report. This report was sub- 
mitted to the Government on September 13, 1915. That is the first report 
we have on file. That was submitted in writing to the Government. 

Q.—The other was largely preliminary discussion, considering the feasi- 
bility and cost and all that sort of thing, but you have it in concrete form 
in 1915? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now what was that estimate ? 
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A.—That was an estimate on 100,000 horse power installed and approxi- 
mately 192,000 horse power canal capacity, carrying 6,500 second feet, at 
a cost of $10,500,000. Subsequent to that the Premier requested a full re- 
port in connection with it, and on October 21, 1915, a report was made. 

Q.—What change did that make? 

A.—That was a further explanation, and not any change. ‘A further 
explanation of the project the Commission was proposing to the Government. 
There was a further request for data as to the manner of management of the 
work, and that was submitted to the Premier on January 12th, 1917. That 
was in response to a letter from him, in which he asked definite questions as 
to the plans and phases of the work, as to the men who would be engaged in 
connection with it, and as to the estimates, and we told him then that the 
estimate would be $18,215,000 for 200,000 horse power, and the increased 
cost of materials was estimated anywhere from 15 to 20 per cent. 

Q.—Then that is what we may call the second report. It is on a little 
larger scheme ? 

A.—It is on the same thing. The one was 100,000 horse power 
capacity installed and also 200,000 installed. This increased to $13,215,000 
is this. There was the old estimate of 1913-14, but we stated in here, “It will 
be necessary to increase it possibly to the extent of 20 per cent. in view of the 
increased costs of material.” It might be mentioned that both estimates in- 
cluded twenty-five per cent. for engineering contingencies. 

Q.—You reported that there would be an increase due to the advance 
in costs of material ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—I want to get this chronologically. When was the next change in 
the estimate made? 

A.—In the spring of 1917, the Commission took over the plant of the 
Ontario Power Company. They acquired these properties in the spring of 
1917, which made available additional water. The Act provided that for this 
development, we could use the water then available, and it was estimated in 
1917, that with the other companies operating, there would be available, 6,500 
second feet, in addition to which there would be available the surplus waters 
of the Welland Canal of 1,600 second feet, depending on conditions. The 
Ontario Power Company plant only had an installed capacity of 160,000 horse 
power and was not operated to the capacity the Queen Victoria Park Commis- 
sion (permitted). Therefore, there was an additional water there enab- 
ling us to obtain anywhere up to 10,000 second feet. At that time the Govern- 
ment amended the Act so that the works to be constructed by the Commissioh 
should be constructed on behalf of the municipalities. New estimates were 
then prepared to utilize the additional water and in view of the fact that we 
had exceeded a capacity then available on the demands of the municipality. 
The Commission with that additional water available, increased the capacity 
to 10,000 second feet, and had reports from the Consulting Engineers sub- 
mitted on April 18th, 1917, for a 10,000 second feet canal, and the estimates 
I am referring here to-day are these estimates of $24,000,000 and $29,000,000 
based on ten thousand second feet capacity. 

().—That was made when ? 

A.—In 1917, in the Spring or Summer of 1917. 
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Q.—Is that available in writing ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

().—Are those with the clerk ? 

A.—No it is not. 

Q.—You might get us that. Was this estimate in 1917 prepared on the 
recommendation of your Consulting Engineers ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who had you to advise on that ? 

A.—Mr, R. D. Johnston. 

Q.—He is the man you say had been with you since the inception of the 
work ¢ 

A.—Right from 1916, when we were authorized by the Government to 
go on with the engineering in connection with Queenston Chippawa. 

Q.-—Now coming on from 1917, when did we have another estimate ? 

A.—No additional detailed estimates were made because we had not 
commenced to work, and nobody knew the probable changes in labor and 
material. Things were chaotic, and we were hoping for prices to come down. 
No work was done as far as this proposition was concerned to the end of 1919. 
A memorandum was submitted to the Government which dealt with the 
10,000 second feet estimate, taking into consideration the increases from the 
time that estimate had been prepared. 

Q.—Have we that here? 

A.—I do not believe we have. Then later on in 1919 in view of the 
further increasing demands of the municipality, in view of the extraordinary 
demands for power and the necessity for having this plant completed at the 
earliest possible moment, it was necessary to again change the design as re- 
commended by the Consulting Engineers. That was, that instead of channel- 
ing the sides which would take from three to six months longer, they recom- 
mended that we submarine drill and concrete the sides, thus gaining not only 
three to six months in time, but gaining also in efficiency and reducing the 
friction loss in the canal, and giving us an increase in capacity. It was esti- 
mated that we could add this concreting at then normal rates and gain any- 
where from 30,000 or more horse power. 

Q.—What was the total capacity estimated then ? 

A.—We estimated then that this would probably give us 37,000 horse 
power or more, to be conservative. It was estimated that it would give us 
approximately 15,000 second feet in this canal. 

Q.—What was the figure of cost in that estimate ? 

A.—What we did was based on $12.00 concrete and what we considered 
we could get that rock out for. The extra cost would run probably in the 
neighbourhood of one and a half to two millions, and as a set off against 
this you have to take off the difference in the cost of channelling which it 
was estimated would cost a little more than steam drilling. Somewhere in 
the neighbourhood of three-quarters of a million we estimated the additional 
cost would be to get a canal of a capacity of 15,000 second feet. 

Q.—What would that develop ? 

A.—A little over 450,000 horse power. 

Q.—Is that for five units ? 

A.—The original estimates provided for 300,000 horsepower, six units 
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of 50,000 horsepower each. We also had to increase the forebay to take care 
of nine units for the 450,000 horsepower capacity which would be another 
$800,000 or $1,000,000 at the prices then existing, the increase in the screen- 
house from six to nine units, which meant another $250,000. Those are 
simply just rough estimates. 

Q.—Are they set out in the memorandum you speak of? 

A.—WNot all, just the advances are set out. 

Q.—That was in 1919? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When is the next estimate you furnish ? 

A.—In the Spring of 1920. At the request of the Government a fur- 
thur investigation was made which extended over a period of six months as 
to the cost of and the design of the canal. For that purpose the Commission 
employed Hugh L. Cooper, for three months, Stuart and Kerbaugh, and 
R. D. Johnston and Lea, those reports being submitted to the Government in 
October or November of 1920. 

Q.—Did you consult the Government as to whom you should engage ? 

A.—Yes, sir, at least the Commission did. 

Q.—Have you correspondence with respect to it? 

A.—The correspondence I believe is incorporated in the memorandum. 

Q.—That will be available ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you make any further report and estimate ? 

A.—Yes, the reports of these engineers were submitted to the Govern- 
ment, and during the Summer of 1921, a further check on the cost was 
prepared and submitted to the Commission in, I think, September 1921. 
An appointment was arranged to take the matter up with the Premier, and it 
was taken up on October 12th, and the increased cost was discussed at 
that time. 

Q.—You say these things were prepared and submitted to the Com- 
mission? By whom were they prepared $ . 

A.—By myself. 

Q.—Under the supervision of anybody? In consultation with anybody ? 

A.—Not at that time. 

Q.—Were they subsequently ? 

A.—Yes. Subsequently Stuart and Kerbaugh were asked to go over 
these estimates and prepare a weport on the same. 

Q.—How did theirs agree with yours % 

A.—Not a great deal of difference between the two estimates as far as 
expenditure was concerned. Their report was principally an explanation of 
the difference between their estimate and the then expected estimated cost. 

Q.—They were reporting on why there was an increase. 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Harz: In 1915, Mr. Gaby tells us they prepared an estimate to in- 
stall 100,000 horsepower at a cost of ten and a half millions. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in 1917, they agreed to change it to a 200,000 horsepower 
plant ? 
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A.—No, the equipment was installed, in that estimate to full capacity. 
It was still the same design estimated on in 1915. 

Q.—That brought it up to $24,000,000 to $29,000,000 for the 200,000 
horsepower ? 

A.—No sir, what I stated was this. In 1915 a report was submitted 
on an installation of 100,000 horsepower with a canal of 190,000 capacity 
at $10,500,000. In January, 1917, a report was submitted to the Govern- 
ment, in which we pointed out that the old estimate on 100,000 horsepower 
was still $10,500,000 and that to install 200,000 horsepower would cost $13, 
200,000, but that costs had increased from fifteen to twenty per cent. in the 
meantime, and therefore you would have to add fifteen to twenty per cent. to 
these estimates to get the estimate of January, 1917. In 1917, in view of 
the purchase of the Ontario Power Company and other things, and also the 
extraordinary demand for power, the canal was increased to a 300,000 horse- 
power canal, with ten thousand second feet and the $24,000,000 to $29,000, 
000 estimate applies on the 300,000 horsepower plant. 

Q.—What I am trying to get at is this. You had the equipment in 
for the $10,000,000 job. When you increased it you still had that equip- 
inent, what I cannot understand is why there should be such a spread be- 
tween the two years. You would have the forms and everything there to 
proceed with. 

A.—We had done no work at all up to that time. 

Q.—Regarding the rock, I am sorry I did not take enough interest in 
it to go over there and look at it before, but did you crush your own rock 
that you took out ? ' 

A.—Yes sir, we did. 

Mr. Murpocx: Regarding the size of the canal in the original estimate, 
it was a canal of a capacity of 192,000? 

A.—Yeg sir. 

Q.—Then you enlarged it in 1917? 

A.—To 300,000. 

Q.—By widening and deepening it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then you increased it later and your last estimate is 600,000 horse- 
power ? 

A.—We changed it in 1919 to fifteen thousand second feet flow. 

Q.—How did you make that change? 

A.—By deepening it three feet and putting in concrete lining of the sides. 

Q.—What change did you make in the canal to increase it from 300,000 
to 600,000. 

A.—Not by any material change in the section of the canal or the 
quantities of rock, but more in the sides and improvement in the form and 
character of the work we put in there. That increased it by another three 
thousand or more second feet. 

Q.—And you doubled the power ? 

A.—No, we added about one-sixth. 

Q.—But how did you get it from 300,000 to 600,000 ? 
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A.—The 300,000 was on ten thousand second feet and the fifteen thou- 
sand second feet capacity and the increase due to the lining brought it to 
450,000. 

Q.—But how did you get it from 450,000 to 600,000? 

A.—By improvements in the work. 

Q.—But you have reduced the friction already in this 450,000 horse- 
power. I cannot see where you get your 150,000 horsepower 4 

A.—Our estimate was a conservative one in the first place. 

Q.—Your estimate was 150,000 horsepower out ! 

A.—About 100,000 horsepower out. 

Q.—From 450,000 to 600,000 would be 150,000. 

A.—Yes if you say 600,000. We say 550,000 to 600,000. 

Mr. Harz: Can you give us a rough estimate of the cement on the job, 
the value of the cement ¢ 

A.—Roughly. As far as I can remember it must be in the neighbour- 
hood of 700,000 to 800,000 barrels at an average price of $4.00 and taking 
off an allowance of the bags, you would pretty nearly get what it is $2,000,000 
to $3,000,000. | 

Q.—Don’t you think it would have been a good speculation to install a 
cement plant for work like that? In connection with the Good Roads scheme 
and the Chippawa scheme, I should have thought it would have been a 
great saving to the Province to install a cement plant ? 

A.—The Commission did consider the question of that and I think the 
matter was discussed at the time, but they had in the year 1919 or 1920 ar- 
ranged for the purchase of a quarry and for the full output of a cement mill 
at cost, and they had that for 1920 and 1921. From necessity it was forced 
upon them to do that. They purchased this quarry and arranged for the 
cement stone and the whole output of the cement mill, in addition to which 
we had to buy cement outside. We required 600,000 barrels in a period of 
eight months. | 

Q.—In view of the experience you and the Province have had in this 
matter with cement, would it not be in order even yet with the great work 
anticipated on the roads and the further development of Hydro in the future to 
take that into consideration. 

A.—I would not like to answer that question in that way without hav- 
ing all the facts and figures. 

Hon. Mr. Breas: There is one question I have before we leave the mat- 
ter. When was the maximum reached as to capacity and total power develop- 
ment. When was the maximum scheme reached ! 

A.—That is a hard question to answer, because the estimate of the en- 
gineers after they had seen the quality of the work, they stated that it had 
a capacity of 100,000 horsepower more than we estimated. That 1s the last 
estimate we prepared in connection with any changes. The last important 
change in the design of the canal was in 1919. 

Q.—Probably I could make it plainer if I put it this way; When was 
the last change in construction made that made an increase in the cost of the 
work in any way, either by enlargement, or in materials, a change that would 
involve additional material and wages. When did you reach your formal 
estimate of construction that you now say will deliver 550,000 horsepower ? 
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A.—I would say in the first place that as far as change in design is con- 
cerned 1919 was when the last important change was made. 

Q.—That would include the lining scheme and the increase in the power 
house and fore bay and all those things. | | 

A.—That was the only change from the commencement of operations 
mr 1917, 

Q.—The rest is made up by under-estimates, the improvement of the 
canal and that kind of thing ? 

A.—Improvements in the character of the work. 

Q.—Anything that would cost additional money, additional size, lining, 
power house and those things were all covered up to the end of 1919. 

A.—They were all covered in the Spring and Summer of 1919. 

Witness excused. 


% * x *% * * * * * 


Mr. Caine called and sworn. 

Examined by Mr. McCrae. | 

Q.—You were Deputy Minister of Lands and Forests ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In the public accounts for the fiscal year ending 1922, appears an 
item of $5,657, “Geo. H. Gamble, Timber Berth Survey plans etc., as per 
contract $5,675.” Who was Geo H. Gamble? 

A.—Geo. H. Gamble, I believe, is a resident of Duluth, at least of the 
United States. 

Q.—What is his business ? 

A.—I do not know what his business is except that he is a lumber man 
or a lumber dealer. I heard him give his evidence and I think that he pointed 
out he was a lumber dealer of several years’ experience. 

Q.—These Public Accounts on page E118, mentioned that this payment 
was made as per contract. Do you know anything of a contract with Gamble ? 

A.—I have a copy of a letter written by Gamble to the Solicitor to the 
Chief Counsel in the Shevlin-Clark action, dated May 26th, 1921, which 
I believe is the basis of this agreement. 

Q.—Will you read that ? 

A.—It is addressed to A. G. McMillan, and dated May 26th, 1921. 

“Oonfirming our recent conversation with reference to the terms upon 
which I would be prepared to give my services to the Ontario Government in 
connection with the preparation of its action against the Shevlin-Clark Orie b 
wish to state my position as follows: : 

I am satisfied to deposit all my books, plats, records and information 
with the Sterling Bank of Canada, or any other chartered bank of Toronto, 
in the joint names of yourself and myself until such time as I obtain the 
consent of my associates, the Government in the meantime to deposit $5,000 
to the joint credit of yourself and myself pending the obtaining of such 
consent, whereupon, the books ete., are to be handed over to you and the 
$5,000 is to given to me, I agree to obtain such consent within a reasonable 
time. I am also to be paid the further sum of $10,000, $5,000 of this after I 
have completed the cruise and investigation in the woods, and the remaining 
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$5,000 after I and my cruisers have furnished all the information, records, 
and verifications as the Government may require at such time and place as 
they may decide upon. Payment in New York Funds. 
Yours truly, 
(Signed) G. H. Gamble. 

Q.—The $5,000, was that subsequently paid to him? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you any reference to that on your files? | 

A.—I have a voucher here. <A statement by our department to the 
Treasury Department, $5,675. 

Q.—Was this contract with Mr. Gamble negotiated by any official of the 
Government, or was it negotiated by the solely in charge of the Shevlin- 
Clarke case ay, the Cooma y | 

A.—As far as my knowledge goes it was negotiated exclusively by the 
solicitors for the Government, through the Government, of course. 

Q.—I notice that it specifies that this shall be paid in New York funds? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Was that done? 

A.—Yes that was done, at least according to the voucher I have here, 
the statement of the Treasury Department. 

Q.—And the exchange paid him on this $5,000 was $675. 

A.—Yes, I think the rate was ten or twelve per cent. 

Q.—And the further sum of $5,000 was paid when? 

A.—I cannot tell the date of the further sum but I can get it. 

Q.—The second sum of $5,000 has been paid? 

A.—I believe so. 

Q.—I notice a letter dated May 31, 1921, what is that? 

A.—That is a copy of a letter written by the Attorney-General to Mr. 
MeMuillan, the solicitor. 

Q. eal tes read it. 

A.—“‘Dear Mr. McMillan, 

I have your letter of yesterday covering a copy of a letter from 
Mr. Gamble, dated 26th instant, and a copy of a letter from Mr. Rochester, 
dated the 30th inst., which I have read. 

I have also a letter from Mr. Rowell in the same matter and have had an 
opportunity of conferring with the Premier, and we have decided to accept 
the terms of the proposal as outlined in Mr. Gamble’s letter.” 

Q.—Then this letter from you to Mr. Raney, will you read that letter ? 

A.—‘T am attaching hereto an extract from a letter of May 26, 1921, 
from Mr. George Gamble to Mr. E. G. MeMillan, solicitor for Rowell chief — 
counsel in the action along with a further extract from a letter dated Decem- 
ber 12, 1921, from E. G. McMillan to the undersigned in which he submits 
an account for $5,000 on behalf of George H. Gamble. 

Mr. MeMillan attaches an account of Mr. Gamble for $5,000 as per 
arrangement by correspondence with yourself at the end of May and the 
beginning of June, 1921. ; 

Before passing this account to the auditor for payment I would respect- 
fully ask you to certify to the same and return it to the undersigned for the 
additional necessary procedure required by the auditor. 
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This is the second payment to be made to Mr. Gamble under the arrange- 
ment effected with the Crown Counsel in the case. 
Yours truly 
(Signed) W. E. Cain.” 
Q.—What notations have been made on that letter by the Attorney- 


_ General ? 


A.—There is a notation in the lower left margin by Mr. Raney who 


initials it; ““Make second payment of $5,000” and also in the lower right cor- 
ner is a memorandum to the following effect made I think by A. N. M.—Mr. 
_ Middleton “Saw Mr., McMillan who says that arrangement made of total of 
$15,000, $5,000. to be paid when he turned over his plats (this has been paid) 


$5,000, when investigation in woods completed (this should be paid now) 


_ $5,000 when evidence at trial given (this is really due now) 18/ O98 


Q.—So his terms were $15,000 altogether? $5,000 when he put up his 
plats, and plans, $5,000 when he made some further cruise and investigation 


in the woods, and the final payment when he gave his evidence at the trial in 
the case of the ‘Crown versus Shevlin-Clarke ¢ 








A.—That is right. 
Q.—Had your department any knowledge, or had they examined these 
plats, maps, plans etc., as to their sufficiency, or as to the information they 


_ purported to disclose to the Government before this money was paid ? 


A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Where are these plats and plans now ? 

A.—They are here. 

Q.—Have you made an examination of them ? 

A.—No I received them only the night before I had notice to appear 
with them before the Public Accounts Committee. 

Q.—Will you open them up now? What is that? 

A.—That is apparently T.B. and it apparently attempts to make a 
more or less detailed analysis of the estimated timber upon that area. That 
is not one of our plans, that is one delivered by Gamble. 

Q.—Are you able from the plat itself to interpret it and say what it 
means ¢ | 

A.—No, I am not. I haven’t gone through it at all. The notation that 
is down here is a summary I presume of a detailed section of the analysis 
which would indicate a total there of 42,860,000 I would judge. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: What is that on % 

A.—That looks to be T.B. (timber berth) 49. Whether that includes the 
whole lot I don’t know. 

Q.—The paper on which these figures are plotted in is manufactured 
by stationers in Milwaukee. Do you know at what date these plans were 
made? 

A.—No, I don’t. That was one of the exhibits in the action. 

Q.—You are convinced this is part of the plats and plans that went in 
under the contract ? 

A.—TI have no reason to doubt it. They were handed over to me by the 
solicitor to the Chief Counsel. 

Q.—Will you look over the date of these and see if you are able to say 
on what date any of these were made? 
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A.—The only date that appears upon ‘this one I have in my hand is 
December 1921, when it was submitted as an exhibit. 


Q.—That is the date of the filing in court, that is not the date of thel | 


plan ? 

A.—WNo, there is no date apparently on it. 

Q.—Are you able to say Mr. Cain when these plans, maps and plats 
for which the Government, according to you paid $15,000, were made and 
prepared ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Has the department any knowledge of that? 

A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—Apparently they were compiled, not recently, but a number of years 
ago ? 

A.—Yes, a number of years ago. 

Q.—The Government having these plans and having paid these prices 
for them who is there in. your department can interpret pea and say what 
they mean ? 

A.—I do not know that there is anyone who can. They did not come 
into the hands of the department until just before the meeting of the publie 
accounts committee. 

Hon. Peter Suir: Would these be the property of the Ear ke 

A.—I would say so, absolutely. 

Mr. McCrea: This bundle of papers is what you purchased from 
Gamble ? 

A.—That is all I have. 

Q.—These were purchased from Gamble? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I notice there is a letter of March 6, 1922 from Mr. MacMillan ton 
the Attorney General asking for a final payment of $5,000 which is O.K.’d 
by the Attorney General for payment ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you know anything as to the intervening part of the work. There 
was $5,000 paid when these plats and maps were deposited in the first in- 
stance. Then there was $5,000 of a final payment after he gave his evidence 
at the trial. Then there was an intervening payment. What did Mr. Gamble 
do in the bush in connection with the second payment 85, 000. 

A.—TI cannot tell in detail. 

Q.—What other papers have you concerning this matter in the depart- 
ment ? 

A.—TI have none. 

Q.—You have produced all you have? 

A.—Yes. 


O.—Your knowledge of the matter is simply that of an official handling 


the documents ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—I notice Mr. Bradley’s name mentioned here. He is down as ser- | 
vices as forest engineer at $1,100 per month. I did not ask you to produce | 


all the papers, but are the papers in this file ? 


cy 
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A.—That file is intended to cover practically all the correspondence 
dealing with the action. 

-  Q.—Who was Mr. Bradley ? 

A.—Bradley was a special forest engineer, I believe, secured by counsel 
in the action. © 

Q.—Had he ever been employed by the department as forest engineer ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—How long have you been in the Department of Lands and Forests ? 

A.—Approximately twenty years. 

A.—Had you known Bradley before ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Where does he come from ? 

A.—I rather think he comes from Ottawa. 

().—Is he a timber cruiser, do you know? 

A.—If I had known you were going to make any inquiries respecting 
him I would have looked into it. His record is here. 

Mr. Crarxe: Is his record good ? 

A.—On paper it could not be better. 

Q.—Was he appointed under this Government or the old Government ? 

A.—He is just a special investigator employed by counsel in the action. 

Mr. McCrea: I notice here Mr. Cain that he was getting his expenses 
in addition to a salary of $1,100 a month. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who is Mr. Lount ? 

A.—He is our accountant. 

Q.—I notice here he raised some objection to some of his items for 
expenses. 

A.—There were some detailed items to which I took exception at the 
time the bill came in. I think we excluded them. 

* Q.—I see there was .55 for a laundry bill “for cleaning my own 
blankets which I used.during the summer instead of Government blankets,” 
and others. You refused to pay these accounts 

A.—I believe so. 
Q.—Do you know where Gamble is now? 


A.—I do not. , 
Q.—Had he done any work before for the Ontario Government, to your 
knowledge ? 


A.—Not to my knowledge. 
Q.—There is another man named there, R. D. Craig, forest engineer, 
services at $1,100 per month. Where does he come from ? 

A.—Montreal. He was engaged with the Dominion Conservation Com- 
mission. I had his record, if I had known you were going to make inquiries 
I could have had it here. 

Q.—Had he ever done any work for the Government before ? 

- A.—TI do not think so. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Mr. Cain, this is part of the purchase from Gamble, 
these books, these purport to be estimates. Take one of them, look through it 
and tell me if that is of any value to the department. Can you tell what it 
is or make any use of it. 
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A.—Without some explanation by the party by whom it was made and 
as it stands it 1s of very little value to me. é 
Q.—Here is another one—go through all of these and see if you can see : 
that Gamble’s name is in any way attached to them any place. ; 
A.—This one I have is Lewis, of Pine Lake, Thunder Bay District. E. c 
Lewis, estimator. Here is another, I cannot make out the name. _ = 
Q.—What is the date of that? . 
A.—June 27, 1906. : 
Q.—Just go through them and see if you see Gamble’s name connected 
with them in any way. 
Mr. Watson: Do you know if the court accepted them as estimates ! 
A.—JI cannot see where these were accepted as exhibits. Those I re- 
ferred to in the first instance were marked as exhibits. . . . . I do not see 
Gamble’s name. 
Hon. Mr. Ferevuson: Can you tell what these estimates run, there are 
ten or twelve of them here? : 
A.—Not without some further explanation, I would not be able to under- 
take to. 
Q.—Take his records, can you make head or tail of them without him 
coming in and telling what they mean? | 


A.—WNo. 
Q.—Or any other man. 
A.—No. 


Q.—Just look through these books further and see if you can find 
Gamble’s name anywhere certifying to this work in any form ? 

4 --J find but this one G. H. G. I do not see his name on any of these. 
There is a name on this one but it is not Gamble, the ink is somewhat 
obliterated. 

Q.—And the Government purchased these from Gamble. This is part 
of the $5,000 purchase. They paid $5,000 for these old records ? | 

Hon. Mr. Smiru: There is no evidence I have heard to show that the 
department paid $5,000 for these books and other papers you have here. 

Mr. McCrea: Oh yes, 

How. Mr. Surru: That was a bargain for $15,000, $5,000 payable when — 
these books were handed over, $5,000 when he has given evidence and $5,000 — 
when he makes a cruise. : | 

Mr. McCrea: He would have got his $5,000 and walked away by dem 
positing these books and records. | 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: The Attorney General laid great stress on the | 
fact that they had obtained a lot of cruising records. . . . . You have looked” 
at some of the dates, Mr. Cain? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you observed many with any date at all 2 | 

A.—Some apparently are not dated. There is a date of 1906 on some- 
of them. | 

Q.—And would you say this, that these were all made about the same’ 
time? all these dated 1906 ? a » | 

A,—Apparently. St gon l twa te dy kel gall 
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@.—And there are some drawings, when would you say these were 
made, those that are not dated at all? 

A. —They all look to be made about the same time. 

Q.—Without having Gamble here, if he died to-morrow, are these re- 
cords any value to your department ? 

A.—That I am not prepared to say, they would not unless someone who 
is acquainted with the system on the part of those who made the reports would 
be able to amplify them. It may be possible that Gamble submitted evidence 
on these records in court. 

Q.—These were purchased evidently with the idea that they would be 
of value to the department, as being reliable cruises. I cannot conceive of 
any other reason why they would be or ae Cruisers have a variety of 
methods of marking plans and cruise reports ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—To enable you to interpret that you would have to have the man 
who did it? 

A.—Yes, unless there is some written explanation elsewhere. 

Hon. Mr. Smirn: Would it not be possible for someone else to have the 
key ? 

Hon. Mr. Frerevuson: If you are paying out large sums of money on 
possibilities—These were not germaine to the action. The action was about 
45 and 49 of the Quetico Park, these do not deal with 45 and 49. 

Hon. Mr. Smit: Do they mention any other timber berth but 45 and 
49? 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: One can’t tell where they run, one is T.B. 41. 
Can you tell anything about that Mr. Cain? 

A.—No, not off hand. 

Q. Milka cer 40”—do you know what that Ae Ui 

A.—No. 

Q.—“‘Berth 40, jackpine.” Is there anyone who can tell what that 
means ? 

A.—Not sreihit a key of some kind. 

Q.—Here is one-half cut out before it came. So it is all through these 
things. I would like Mr. Cain if you could go through them and say if it 
is possible for your officials to interpret these without having Mr. Gamble 
here. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: I was saying Mr. Clarke that these were not 
in the action at all. The action was about 45 and 49. These are other esti- 
mates, part of the consideration of this $15,000 deal. 

ee Crarke: Were these supposed to affect 45 and 49? 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: The Department were purchasing from Gamble as 
part of this deal what purported to be-valuable records. 

Mr. Hatz: There is a date, 1906 on them. Is it possible that this is 
the wrong bunch of -books ? 

RE Tose came here from the department. 

Q.—He was not making any survey regarding Shevlin Clarke? 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: It had nothing to do with Shevlin Clarke. These 
were purchased by the Department for the purpose of saving large sums of 
money in cruising. 
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Q.—Are these the books they paid $5,000 on? 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: This is part of the stuff for which they paid 
$5,000. } 

Wirness: Accompanying these books was this list, which purports to be 
an official estimate on each berth where these berths are covered by this. It 
is possibly this in which the official estimate is made, but it is not signed by 
anyone. : 

Q.—These books are not certified in any way, and there is nothing to 
indicate that this list deals with these books at all? 

A.—I want to make this clear and distinct, that as far as these re- 
cords are concerned this matter was dealt with absolutely, by the Crown Coun- 
sel, in the action of the Attorney-General versus Shevlin Clarke. They came 
up to the Department exactly as you see them there, and they came the first 
morning after the meeting of the Public Accounts Committee. The presump- 
tion is this: they were required, along with 45 and 49, for the purpose of 
observation and comparison. I am presuming that. | 

A Member: Then very probably the Crown Counsel can give the Go- 
vernment information in regard to these. 

A.—He should. 

Hon. Mr. Fsereuson: Do you think the Crown Counsel can read these 
records ¢ 

Mr. Watson: He may have the key. 

Hon. Mr. Freravuson: The key is in the estimator’s head. Tell us 
this Mr. Cain, if you were asked to estimate on berth 24, or some other berth 
in the Rainy River District, and you went through these books, could you ascer- 
tain from them, where any estimate in here would apply ? 

A.—Unless I went into them more closely to ascertain what some par- 
ticular hieroglyphic meant I couldn’t, off hand, I would have to answer no. 

Q.—They are according to townships and ranges, that is not our sys- 
tem of surveying, is it? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Crarke: Couldn’t you get some value out of them for comparison 
purposes ? 

Mr. Fercuson: Take a book like that, B 40, range so and so. 

A.—He means berth so and so, although he hasn’t eliminated town and 


range. . 
Q.—They are not made out like our estimates ? 
A.—No. 3 


Mr. Warson: You cannot say there is no key? 

A.—L do not, tayuit. 7 

Mr. Hatr: I notice here on this same page, reference to an aeroplane 
trip, which cost this Province over $495, an aeroplane trip to Hudson Bay. 
I see here another item, E. T. Ireson, services as observer, $25 per day, and 
$1.45 travelling expenses in addition. 

A,.—I will be glad to produce the papers, 

Q.—What did we get for that. money? 


A.— If I am asked to produce the report of the cruise, I shall be very 


glad to present it. Then you may be able to judge for yourselves. 
Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Was it done for your department ? 
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A.—Yes. 
Witness excused. 
The Committee then adjourned. 


Pusric Accounts ComMIrTTEE, 
April 21, 1922. 

The Committee met at 10.30 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
W. A. McLean, Deputy Minister. of Highways, called and sworn; 
Examined by Mr. Dewart. 
| Q.—Mr. McLean, I take it, you have before you the Public Accounts of 
the present year, in which the Department of Public Highways figures from 
page 1 to page 54. 
—Yes. 
| @.—I see the total expenditure of he Department of Public Highways 
‘for the year, was $14,311,216.69. 
A.— Yes. | 
Q.—And if you go back to page 6 of these accounts we only find two 
_of these items that appear to be the revenue of your Department, and they 

are not included in any special statement, at least, there is no statement ap- 
pearing beside that; Motor Vehicles branch, $2,945,360.36. 

A.—What page is that ? 

Q.—That is on page 6, the only place I find receipts eredited to your 
Department, is on page 6, two thirds of the way down are two items. Motor 
Vehicles Branch, $2.945,360.36, and the Department of Public Highways, 

$69,948.43: They are not scheduled in any statement or accounted for. 
Take the item of $2,945,360.36, from Motor Vehicles Branch. How is that 
sum made up? 

A.—That sum is made up by fees from automobiles received at the 
branches. 

| Q.—Why is there no statement as in the case of other Departments, show- 
ing details as to how that money is made up and paid ? 
| A.—What other Departments, for instance ? 
@.—Take the item above in statement 24, Provincial Secretary’s De- 
partment, and when we run along to that, we find out on page 61 how the 
receipts for the Provincial Scam dis Department are made up; amount- 
ing to $2,530,000. What I mean to say is this: Why have we no details to 
_ show how the sum of $2,945,360.36 is made up? . 
| A.—That is prepared by the Treasury Department, and I assume. that 
because it is one class of receipt from automobile fees, with the exception of 
some small items, for example, the sale of lists of satnnbite owners. 
| Q.—And the sale of ears, for example ? 
A.—No, there is no sale of cars there, That is wholly income for the 
- automobile branch: 

Q.—Is there not a varying sum charged according to the, different 
classes of vehicles that are used ? 
| A.—Yes. 
| Q.—Why should you not supply a statement showing how that is made 
up? How many motor cars there are of one kind, and how many of another 
_ kind? 
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A.—If the Department had had any intimation that that was desired, 
we could have had it. In fact, I have it in my office. 

Q.—Does it not strike you as peculiar that when so many other De 
partments give details of their receipts, there are no details of these receipts” 
which amount to nearly three millions in your Department. 

A.—Only in this way, the item has steadily grown from a small amount, 
and at no time in the past has it been suggested to the Department that ‘ 
this classification for the Public Accounts would be desirable. | 

Q.—You are aware that there is a suggestion to capitalize what are 
supposed to be certain receipts, so as to enable the Minister of Public Works 
to put through a loan of $30,000,000 this year ? | 

A.—Yes | 

ie eee these circumstances, didn’t it occur to you that it would be 
wise to have the details of what these receipts were, so that the House 
would know on what basis it was going ? 

A.—We can place the details of this before the House at any time. 

Q.—Then upon a request for a return, that can be given 4 

A.—Yes. pi 
Hon. Mr. Ferevson: I suppose you can get it down before the Com-_ 
mittee ? £ 
Hon. Mr. Biees:. At any time. Mr. McLean says he has it in his” 
office. a 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: I suppose that it is right in his office he can 
send up and get it. : 

Wirness: I think I can. 

Mr. Dewart: Then I find in the Department of Public Highways, ol 
items, one of which you put in ordinary receipts and which I referred to, i 
$69, 948, 43, and the other, which you put in as capital, and extraordinary 
receipts of. $2520 5902 7-9i) 

A.—W hat page is that? { 

@.—On the same page, number 6, the next item. Why are no details 
of these receipts given, as in the case of other Departments, under the differ- 
ent headings. 

A.—I am unable to say why. It has simply not been suggested to our 
Department that these items were called for. If they were called for we 
would be glad to get them. 

Ol Epid you realize the importance of showing how your ordinary 
receipts are made up, as compared with capital and ecndond aly receipts ? 

A.—Yes. fi 

Q.—What distinction did you make. What constituted ordinary receipts 
that make up this $69,948 ¢ 

A.—Well, to be strictly correct, I would have to see the statement. 

Q.—yYou see, there is a large difference between what you put in as 
ordinary and what you credited as capital and extraordinary receipts, On 
what basis did you make the distinction. | 

A.—Receipts from the Motor Vehicles Branch. . . 

Q.—I am asking now as to the Department of Public Hipnstnes 

A.—I do not see anything referred to as ordinary receipts and extra- 
ordinary receipts. 
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__Q.—If you still follow the item, you will see Department of Public 
Highways, ordinary receipts is the head of the column, $69,948, and capital, 
and extraordinary receipts $2,295,000. On what basis did you make the 


_ distinction, and put the one as ordinary and the other as capital and extra- 
_ ordinary ? 


A.—The capital and extraordinary receipts, are receipts on the Dom- 


inion subsidy to Highways under the Canada Highways Act. That includes 


also the percentage received also from the municipalities on the expenditure 


on Provincial Highways. 


Q.—How is this $69,000 made up? 
A.—That item I would have to look up. 
Hon. Mr. Bices: It is incidentals largely. I think it would be well 


if these were brought down in accurate figures. I do not think the Depart- 
ment has any excuses to offer for these not being carried out in detail. 
It has not been the habit. It is composed of ordinary revenue, such as fees, 
_ and small incidentals. I suggest that this item be brought in in detail to 
_ the Committee. 


Mr. Dewart: That is what I am endeavouring to get. 
Hon. Mr. Breas: We will be glad to bring it down, either in the Com- 


mittee or in the House, either one. 
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Mr. Dewarr: Then perhaps if they were brought down in the Com- 


mittee here, they can form part of the record of the Committee. 


Hon. Mr. Biees: The only difficulty is that such a small portion of 


| the Members of the House who will be interested in the bill are on the 


Committee, and the report of the Committee does not get back to the House 
until late in the Session. But whatever the Committee suggest will be done. 

Mr. Jounson, (Lanark): Bring them down in the House. 

Mr. Dewarr: I think they should be brought down in both places. 
I think they should form part of the Public Accounts Committee’s report, 
which is printed and forms part of the Journals of the House. 

Wirness: I would be only too glad to do so. 

Mr. Dewarr: That being so Mr. McLean, you realize that altogether 
there is less than five and a half millions of receipts for all purposes that 
come directly from motor vehicles, and the Department of Public Highways, 
and if you turn to Page I of Public Highways account, we find a total 
expenditure of the Department was $14,311,216.69, so there is approximately 
nine millions spent on highways last year that did not come from any 
source you would regard as revenue from highways. Where did that nine 
millions come from? What source? 

A.—That is authorized by the Statutes with respect to highway improve- 


Ments. The Statute of 1920 deals with the Highway Improvements Fund. 


Q.—You do not refer to the Statute of 1920, if I may say so. 

A.—TI think that is it. 

Q.—I was going to take up the question of statutory expenditure be- 
cause you will see on page I, the first page, after going into miscellaneous 
expenditure you take statutory expenditure up, and statutory expenditure 
eame to $13,913,658.59. Then if you will turn to page I 13 you will find 
the first item statutory expenditure under the Provincial Highways Act, 
7 Geo. V, chapter 16, Sec. 5, and Amendments, $9,925,022. Now referring 
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to that particular section, I find that that section only provides that subject 
to the provisions of section 9 of the Ontario Public Works Act, when the 
Minister desires to acquire any existing highway and so on, he may deposit 
in a registry office a plan,-ete. Then I find Section 10 which is not 
referred to there at all. “The cost of material and labour, special engineer- 
ing or other services, plant machinery and equipment, the repair and main- 
tenance of plant machinery or equipment, and all expenditure in or about 
anywhere undertaken by the Minister in this Act, or incidental thereto, 


or contracts therefor, shall be paid out of the funds set apart from Con- — 
solidated Revenue Fund, under the Highways Improvement Act, on a certi- — 


ficate of the Minister” and so on. Is there any record of the sum set 


aside which the Minister is allowed to extend out of the Consolidated — 


Revenue Fund, under the Highways Improvement Act. 


A.—Yes. A complete record is kept. This Section 5 should be really 


Section 10. 


Q.—I had to look into the Act pretty carefully to find that Section 5 | 


had no bearing and gave no authority for the expenditure of any money. 
A.—It was a clerical error. That is under Section 10. 


-Q.—Then these sums set aside out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund | 


under the authority of the Highway Improvement Act. You say the details 
of these are all obtainable. Are the sums voted from time to time or ap- 
propriated by Order in Council ? 
A.—They are not appropriated by Order in Council. They are simply 
advanced on the requisition of the Minister, and are accounted for after. 
Q.—The Act says for that purpose, accountable cheques may from time 


to time be issued against such fund in payment to the Department on the — 





requisition of the Minister therefor. What I want to know is this. As © 
far as this tremendous expenditure is ‘concerned, largely exceeding the 
revenue obtained from any source to the credit of public highways, are these — 
sums simply advanced from time to time by the Treasury Department on the — 


simple requisition of the Minister? 


A.—Under the authority of this Act and the authority of the pro-_ 


visions respecting the Highway Improvement Fund. 


Q.—Exactly, that is the clause to which I have referred, Section 10 


there. Then can statements be procured or furnished that will show just 
what these sums are that are required from time to time, and just how they 
have been advanced ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Am I to understand that as far as your Department is concerned 
that you put in your requisitions and get what you want from time to time, 
without these matters coming before Council at all? 

A.—Just what may occur in Council with respect to_discussion of our 
expenditure I do not know. 

Q—TIs it a fact that these advances are made as far as you know without 
any Order in Council at all? 

A.—Yes, as far as I know. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You would not know if he did make a requisition 
to Council. You would make requisition to the Minister, and he would 
make it to Council. You would not know. 
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Mr. Dewart: It begins to appear as if this Department of the Highways 
was an unlimited spending Department. 

A.—No. We are restricted by the amounts appropriated in the Statutes. 

Q.—But you know very well that as far as the amounts are concerned, 
the appropriations for highways last year has been exceeded by millions ? 

A.—No they have not. 

Hon. Mr. Biees: Every dollar spent in the Highways Department is 
voted by the House under the Statute. 

Wirness: It has all been appropriated by Statutes. 

- Hon. Mr. Breas: And the expenditures have not been exceeded in any 
way. 3 

Mr. Drewart: What I am endeavouring to point out, is that while 
these were appropriated, and while it was statutory expenditure, it is not 
money voted for these purposes by Statute or the estimates. 

Hon. Mr. Biaes: Yes, voted by the House. 

Mr. Dewart: We will take that up later. IT am laying my foundation 
now. When we come to these items, beginning at page I 13, you have two 
pages at least nearly three, regarding stone gravel, sand and screenings 
purchased. How were those purchases made. Were tenders called for? 

A.—In a majority of cases, yes, the smaller items not wholly so. The 
price was in some cases fixed. 

Q.—By whom? © 

A.—By our department. By the chief engineer, myself and the Minis- 
ter, as to what we could pay in any locality. 

Q.—Have you a Committee that governs Highway expenditure com- 
posed of the Minister, yourself and the Engineer ? 

A.—We act quite closely in co-operation. 

Mr. Harz: And the owner of the quarry had to accept what you gave 
him ? 

A.—Whese items were I take it principally for field stone purchased 
from the farmers and delivered on the road at so much per load. 

Mr. Dewar: Take page 113. You find an item Ed. Brule, $26,200.23. 
What was that for? 

A.—I would have to look up the records for that item. That was for 
stone supplied on the Ottawa-Prescott Highway at, so much per yard or 


ton, I am not sure which. 


Q.—Were tenders asked for? 

A.—I am not sure they were. | 

Mr. Haz: Was it crushed stone ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: You are not sure tenders were called for? 

A.—I am not sure they were in that case. 

Q.—Will you look into that and tell us at the next meeting ? 

A.—Yes. 
- Q.—Then there is the Canada Crushed Stone Corporation, $238,123.88. 
What was that stone used for? 

A.—That stone was used generally on the Provincial Highway System, 
where it could be used and supplied by the Canada Crushed Stone Cor- 
poration. 
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@.—Where were their works ? 

A.—At Dundas. 

Hon. Mr. Frrauson: Where are their quarries ? 

A.—At Dundas. 

Q.—What County is Dundas in? 

A.—Wentworth. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Is it a fact that you shipped some of that stone 
away down into Eastern Ontario ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—How far east did you ship it? 

A.—The furthest east would be Pickering. 

(.—None east of that? 

A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Bieas: Pickering is within the minimum freight rate. 

Mr. Dewart: Were tenders asked for as far as that large contract 
was concerned ¢ 


A.— Yes: 
Q.—You can produce those? 
Ae Yes 


Q.—I prefer to ask you questions, rather than give you a requisition, 


because some of these matters we can clear up without that. On page I 14 | 


I find the larger items. You have told us that. there were small matters — 
that you did not ask for tenders on them. On I 14 I find Crushed Stone, ~ 
Limited, $21,069.68. Where is that company located, and where does it — 


carry on its operations ? 

A.—TI think that is in Wentworth—no, that is the Kirkfield Quarry, 
the Essery Quarry. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for that large quantities of stone ? 

A.—I think that was purchased under tender. 

Hon. Mr. Biees: I might say in connection with these aan of stone 
that in these different cases tenders were called for and advertised and bids 
were made, but you could only supply stone within the minimum freight 


area, and tenders were required from different companies in the district | 


in which the minimum freight rate would serve. 

Mr. Dewart: What I was going to say Mr. Minister was this, 
I think it would be more satisfactory if the tenders were produced by the 
Deputy, and we would not have these desultory suggestions that are not 
evidence. Then, a little further down Mr. McLean, there is Foster and Cram, 
$36,596.69. Where are their works ? 

A.—That is on the Ottawa-Prescott Highway, near Ottawa. 

Q.—Where are their works? 

A.—Near Ottawa. 

Q.—wWere tenders called for ? 

A.—I believe so. That situation there was somewhat different from 
the rest of the Province. The work was extremely urgent, and the supply 
of stone was restricted, and we had to get the stone where we could in that 
locality. 
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Q.—Then we have in the same column, Hagersville Crushed Stone 
epany $501.00 and the Hagersville Quarries. Were tenders asked for 
there ¢ 

A.—That stone was purchased under a general call for tenders and 
quotations. ; . 

Q.—In what county is Hagersville? 

A.—That is in the county of Haldimand. 

Q.—Then I come to the next column, and there is an item—I am only 


taking the larger items—Hydro Power Commission, $2,697.34. What is 
that for ? 


A.—That is stone supplied from the Hydro-Electrie Commission’s 


Quarry at Niagara Falls. 


@.—Where was it used’? 
A.—It was used on the road in the vicinity of St. Davids, near Niagara 


Q.—Then a little further down there is J. McCabe, $1,794.00. Where 


was that stone put, and where is that quarry ? 


A.—I will have to look that up. 
Q.—And a little lower down in McGinnis and O’Connor, $2,106.20. 


‘Where is their quarry ¢ 


| A.—That was near Kingston. They were contractors on the work 
there and this was extra stone supplied. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for that? 

A.—Yes. I think they were. 

Q.—Then we have page I 15, F. Milligan, $1,283.13. 

A.—He was a contractor in the vicinity of Prescott. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for there? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then take J. A. Parisien, $1,189.30. Where were his works and 


were tenders asked for there? 


A.—That is in Eastern Ontario. I cannot place the item at the moment. 
Q.—Do you wish information in regard to all these referred to! 
A.—AlIl those you have not given information with reference to. 
Q.—Then A. G. Perley, $8,916.48. Who is he? 

A.—He is a contractor in the vicinity of Ottawa. We purchased stone 
for that road from the three available quarries. Some from Brule, some 
from Perley and some from Foster and Cram. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for? | 

A.—I think so. They were in some way. I do not know just how. 

Q.—You can tell us later and bring down the tenders in each case. 


Then there is the Point Anne Quarries, Limited, $10,816.77. Where are 


those quarries situated ? 
A.—WNear Belleville. 
Q.—Whose quarries are they ’ 
A.—M. J. Haneys. 
Q.—I see. The man just appointed to this Commission ? 
A.—I have no information as to that. 
Q.—Were tenders asked for there? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Will you bring those down? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then there is the Queenstown Quarries, Ltd., $20,184.96. Where 
is that quarry ? | . 

A.—That is in the vicinity of St. Davids, near Niagara Falls. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for there ? 

A.—Yes, 

Mr. Hatz: Do you consider that stone is good for road work ? 

A.—The best in the vicinity. 

Q.—You would not call it good wearable stone. | 

A.—It is when used as it was there. It was used for foundation 
purposes. i 

Mr. Dewart: Who passes on the quality of the stone and decides 
whether it is suitable ? 

A.—We have a testing engineer who reports on all the material used 
in highway work. 

@.—What is his name? 


A.—Davis. 
Q.—And is he available as a witness ? 
A.oHY es 


Q.—Were tenders asked for in that case? 

A.—TI believe so. 

Q.—You will look that up please ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then there is the Rideau Supply Company, Ltd., $8,810.71. Where 
are those works @ 

A.—At Ottawa. 

@.—Were tenders asked for there ? 

A.—That was sand supplied in connection with culvert and bridge con- 
struction in that vicinity. 

Q.—Then B. Seabrook, $1,183. Where are Seabrook’s works ? 

A.—I will have to look that up. 

Q.—And in the other cases, I take it, where the amount involved 1s 
$500 or less, you set your price and made the purchase. 

A.—To quite an extent. These were bought at local market prices for 
this stone, just what we could get the stone hauled out for. 

Mr. Haru: Are all the items in these columns just for stone? 

A.—Those are all stone, sand and gravel. 

Q.—The smaller amounts would be sand and gravel ? 

A.—Some is for field stone, hauled out to the road. 

Hon. Mr. Brags: In Eastern Ontario, it is hard to get stone. The 
farmers brought the stone out and put it in piles along the road. ‘That is 
why there are so many items there. They delivered the stone in groups, and 
then we set up a crusher and crushed it at these points. 

Mr. Dewart: On page 1-15, you will see “purchase of property.” 
We find twenty-one different pieces of property purchased in the township 
of Ancaster. That is in Wentworth ? 

A.—Yes. 





' 
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Q.—What was the necessity for purchasing twenty-one different pieces 
of property ? 

A.—That was in connection with the road from Hamilton to Brantford, 
and to its branch at Galt. When we assumed it, it was only about fifty feet 


_ or less in width, and we had to have this property for widening the Highway. 











 Q.—What was the width of the Highway before; and to what did you 


widen it? 


A.—It was about fifty feet, before; and it is eighty-six feet now. 

Q.—Were all these properties acquired for that purpose ? 

A.—Yes, I think they were. 

Q.—Take the McKittricks Limited, $1,851.60. What was that pro- 
perty ? 

A.—That was for widening, exclusively. 

Q.—What frontage did est get and what depth ? 

A.—We got twenty-eight feet deep, and purchased by the acre, in order 
to get the frontage. 

Hon. Mr. Breas: The frontage was approximately one and a half miles. 

Mr. Dewart: What is the acreage? What did you pay per acre? 

A.—$1,285 an acre, and a portion of it at $750. JI may say that the 
Suburban Area Commission, of Hamilton, before our undertaking to do the 
widening, had taken options at much higher rates, and when we undertook 


_ to carry on the widening, we were seriously handicapped, but the rates we 


have paid are much less than the Suburban Commission had agreed to pay. 


The property is all suburban, and it takes off to a considerable extent the 


lawns of numerous homes. The great part of it was subdivided. 

Q.—In the case of the McKittrick properties, is it not a fact that you 
bought portions of surveyed lots, which had not been sold. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Take the other Pe oatias $999, John Barber. What acreage did 


- that cover ? 


A.—That covered about twenty-one one hundredths of an acre, and 650 


- feet frontage. 


Q.—So, approximately $5,000 an acre was the price at which you valued 


_ this frontage ! 


A.—No, $1,285 an acre. 
Q.—If you got 21/100 of an acre for $999.00, it would be approxi- 


| mately that. If you got 21/100 for $1,000 , it would be exactly $5,000 an 


acre. 

A.—That included also an area that we acquired for the purposes of a 
subway. It was not wholly for widening. We had to pay the full market 
value of the land for a portion of it. 

Q.—Is land in Ancaster worth $5,000 an acre ? 

A.—In the suburbs of Hamilton, yes. 

Mr. Hatz: That is if it is subdivided and sold as a company proposi- 


tion 2 Q 


A.—It is held at that price. 

Q.—But as farm land, what is it worth ? 

A.—The land on this Highway is worth $5,000 an acre, and you can- 
not purchase it for less. | 
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Mr. Dewarr: Then, Mr. McLean, we come to the township of Bar- 
ton. That is in Wentworth, too, isn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: In considering this area for subway purposes. Is that 
included in this 21/100ths ? 

A.—No, I do not think it is. 

Mr. Dewarr: Then ©. W. J. Gibson, township of Barton, $538.70. 
What area did that cover? 

A.—I haven’t the particulars of that here. 

@.—On page I, 18, I see that in Saltfleet, options were taken on sun- 
dry properties in that township. That is also in the County of Wentworth? 

A.— Yes. 

@.—What is the purpose of taking over those ? 

A.—The widening of the Provincial Highway. 

Q.—Where ? 

A.—In the township of Saltfleet. 

Q.—From what point to what point. Is it going up the mountain or 
down east? | 

A.—That is running east of Hamilton, toward Niagara Falls. 

Q.—I see. To what extent was the Highway widened there ? 

A.—From sixty-six to eighty-six. 


Q.—I do not want to go into these matters too much in detail, except — 


to find out generally the principle on which you went. You will find on 


that same page, I 18, toward’ the bottom. of the second column, York Township, 


Hughes and Agar, Ridley Subdivision. What is that? 

A.—That refers to property, consisting of two lots in the vicinity of 
Hoggs Hollow, up Yonge Street. 

(.—What area did that cover ? ° 


A.—TI cannot give the area at this moment. They were purchased at 


so much per foot frontage. 
Q.—For what purpose were they acquired? 


tj 


> 
“ 


3 


A.—We have in view the possibility of a diversion, or an alternative 


route to Yonge Street, at that point, for the purpose of escaping the hills, 
and this route would carry the Highway around those hills. These lots in 
question are the key positions. 

Q.—Where are they located ? 

A.—Right at this side of Hoggs Hollow. 

Q.—Take the old Hotel there. Are they on that side or the other? 

A.—On the west side of the road. 

Q.—On the York Springs side? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Can you give us the frontage and depth ? 

A.—I will have to look into that. 

Q.—Who are these gentlemen named Hughes and Agar. Are they 
solicitors practicing in Toronto here ? 

A.—-Yes. 

Q.—That is rather interesting, because on the top of the next page 
find this item, T. J. Agar; Fees in connection with the appropriation of the 
Rideau River Branch of the Nepean and North Gower Consolidated road, 


0 
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$650.85. Services re Province, $41.75. Toll road arbitration, $200.00. 
The total for that item of $892.62. He is one of these gentlemen from whom 
you purchased one of these key properties you spoke of ? 
A.—No. The property was simply purchased through him acting as our 
agent. 
Q.—When you say you purchased the property from Hughes and Agar, 
he was acting merely as your agent ? 
A.—Simply acting as our solicitor in the matter. 
Q.—Then what did you pay him for the work he did in that connection 
— $41. 75, is shown on that page under services re Province, and this $200.00, 
is it in that? 
| A.—No, there are three items there. The first item of $650.00, was for 
expropriation of a toll road. The next item is services re the Province and 
Venor Ridley Park. That is for $41.7 5, and those were his fees with this 
purchase amounting to $3,000.00. 
: Q.—Do you realize, Mr. McLean, that it would be absolutely impossible 
to ascertain what that $41.74 was paid for, from the way you made up your 
accounts ¢ 
| A.—It is not as clear as it ought to be. 
Q.—What does Venor, Ridley Park mean? 
A.—Venor, I believe was the owner of the property, but in order that 
_I may be strictly correct, I will have to look into the papers. 
| Q.—What you mean to say is this, that you have paid for the Ridley 
| subdivision, $3,000.00, and here is a heading where $41.75 was paid for legal 
fees, and there j is nothing to show what it was for. 
| A.—I may say that that came to my attention after the accounts were 
printed, and I took exception to that, that we should show these things. 

Q.—Were Hughes and Agar solicitors for the Ridley people? ° 

A.—Hughes and Agar were our solicitors, acting for us. 

—Were they not also solicitors for the Ridley Park people? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Are you sure of that? 

A.—Absolutely sure. 
| Mr. Harz: Do you consider that a firm of lawyers are good people 

to negotiate the buying of a right of way. I do not think they can buy it 
_ advantageously. 

Mr. Drwarr: Regarding these key properties for possible diversions 
that have not taken place, may I ask you further has any action been taken 
to make any use of this $3,000 property ? 

A.—Yes, we are taking action. 
| Q.—What has been done ? 

A.—We are arranging to have the road opened up in part. 

Q.—Will you bring down the account and tell us how that item of 
$650.85 is made up? 
| A.—Here is that item. 

Q.—These can be left with the Committee for consideration ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was there arbitration ? 

A.—It was before the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board. 
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Mr. Brackin: And carried to the Court of Appeal? 

A.—I believe it went to appeal. 

Mr. Dewart: That at any rate you can leave with us and not delay 
the Committee now 2 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—This same firm that you used to buy these two lots at $3,000 and to 
whom you paid in this first item $892, I find referred to also in the public 
accounts at another point. On page I 31, near the bottom of the page, “Hughes 
and Agar, revising deeds, C.P.R. $10, re expropriation Cobourg and Grafton 
road $2,566.49, and services re Beatty property $150.” Will you explain 
those items please ? | 

A.—The item on page 31, the $10, I do not recall at the moment. The 
Cobourg and Grafton road is a road between Cobourg and Grafton. It was 
assumed as part of the Provincial Highway. It is on the line of the Kingston ~ 
road between Cobourg and Trenton and was some seven miles in length. We 
expropriated it for the purpose of the Provincial Highway but we were ~ 
unable to agree with the company owning it and the case went to arbitration — 
before the Railway Board and subsequently to the Court of Appeal. 

Q.—What was the amount you paid for the Cobourg-Grafton toll road? 

A.—I would have to look that up. | 

Q.—lIs that the item on page 19 in the second column, $27,335.67 ¢ 

A.—Yes, that is the item. 

Q.—So the costs you paid to this selected firm of solicitors for a road — 
that cost $27,000 was $2,566 or approximately ten per cent. of its valuet 

A.—The case we felt to be an extremely important one as it affected — 
other roads that were to be purchased—and the account has been taxed. 

Q.—And will be produced ? 

A.—Yes. | 

How. Mr. Biaas: The arbitration in connection with the Cobourg- 
Grafton road was carried out just prior to arbitration and settlement for 
roads in the Ottawa district. Is that a fact? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And it was carefully guarded on account of the arbitration to fol-— 
low at Ottawa 4 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: What effect would the value of a road near Co- 
bourg have on values at Ottawa 150 miles away? i 

A.—The principle involved in placing the value on the roads, whether — 
to base it on physical assets or on the basis of a going concern. 

Mr. Dewart: Then take another item on page I-19 Cleaver and Cleaver, © 
legal services re purchase of Bray property in East Flamboro. That is also_ 
in the county of Wentworth ? / ; 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—$65.81, what was that service? | a 

A.—That was the purchase of property required in connection with 
the Hamilton entrance scheme for the Toronto Hamilton Highway, the road 
from Guelph and the road from Dundas, for the general scheme. | 

Q.—Have you no lawyers in your department at all? 


A.—WNo. 
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Q.—Nobody available in the Attorney General’s Department who could 
look after a little matter like that? 

A.—We haven’t found we could satisfactorily depend on the lawyers of 
the department to carry on our routine proceedings. 

Q.—You couldn’t trust them to search a title in Hamilton ? 

A.—Oh yes we could. 

Mr. Harz: Couldn’t they put through a little matter like that? 

A.—I believe they have their own affairs to look after. 

Mr. Dewarr: Then there is another item on page I-20 Honeywell and 
Caldwell legal services, $37.42, what was that for ? 

A.—They are an Ottawa firm. 

Q.—Do you recollect what that work was? 

A.—As I recall it they were employed by the Ottawa Suburban Com- 


| mission at the time we took the road over and we had to assume the obligation. 


Hon. Mr. Frerauson: They are solicitors for the County of ‘Carleton ? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Dewart: In the middle of the second column there is an item 


_ Langs, Binkley and Morwich re Nickerson arbitration $3,438.90. 


”A.—-They were solicitors for the man Nickerson with whom we had 


| arbitration and that amount was fixed after an appeal and includes the 
amount of damage paid Nickerson and the expropriation fees assessed on the 
_ department. 


Q.—Doesn’t it occur to you that the item as it is given here doesn’t give 


_us any inkling of the information you are now endeavouring to give ile? 


A.—The accounts would have to be greatly expanded in volume in order 


to give all that information. 


Q.—This is put down as legal fees. How much was legal fees and how 
much went for the property ? 

A.—I will have to look that up. | 

Mr. Bracxin: Most of it must have been damages to the owner but it 


_ appears as legal fees. 


A.—The damage I see here was $2,103, the remainder, arbitration fees 


of $173, stenographers’ fees $135, solicitor preparing award, $10, caretaker of 


the courthouse $3. This was the award of the arbitrator Judge Snider. 

Q.—Where was the arbitration held ? 

A.—In Hamilton. 

Q.—Where was this property ? 

A.—It is a property in the township of West arbeatioaeh 

Q.—This is in Wentworth too ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How much was paid for it? 

A.—The amount I have stated here is the amount we were fighting. 
The Department was fighting the claim of the owner. 

Q.—What area did you get? 

A.—We haven’t any area. We took stone from the quarry. 

Mr. Brackxry: What percentage of the $3,438.90 is really legal ser- 
Vices. It is all described as legal services. What percentage is in fact legal 


services / Q 


A.—Less than one tenth. 
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Mz. Dewarr: Who is your solicitor in the matter ? 

A.—Bruce and Counsell. 

Q.—What did they get 4 nu 

A.—I cannot say from memory. They are not in this. 

Q.—Will you look that up ¢ 

A.—Yes. a : 

How. Mr. Fereuson: Did you pay the solicitors’ fees on both sides ? 

‘A.—That is the award I believe and under our act that is what we have 
to do when the award is against us. 

Q.—Who were the solicitors on the other side? 

A.—Langs, Binkley and Morwich. 

Q.—So that under that item of legal services 7¢ the Nickerson arbitra- 
tion, you have bunched what you were paying this man for his stone, what 
was paid for the arbitration, and the different expenses in connection with 
arbitration, and it all went in as solicitors’ fees, when there were no solicitors’ 
fees there at all. 

A.—No we have not. They were bunched in that way by the Judge. 

Q.—But that is the fact. They are all bunched together ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: In the award or statement you got from the judge 
they were all set out in detail, in different items ¢ 

A.—I think they are set out in the award. The amount of the cheque 
issued by the Treasury Department is given. 

Q.—As a matter of fact you issued a cheque and charged up the 
cheque ¢ 
A.—Yes, as one item, and in accordance with the usual practice, it 
was accompanied by a brief description. Sometimes the clerical work is 
not always accurate. 

Mr. Dewart: We have had two items as far as the Grafton Toll road 
arbitration is concerned, Hughes and Agar $2,566 on an expropriated road 
costing $27,335, and if you will observe on page 1-21, K. W. McKay legal 
services $120.00. What was that item for? 

A.—That was wrongly described. It was expert services, services as @ 
witness. 

Q.—Who was K. W. McKay ? 

A.—He is County Clerk of Elgin, a former member of the Toll Road 
Commission, and looked upon as one of the leading authorities on muni 
cipal matters. 

Q.—I think he was Chairman or Secretary of the Municipal Union 
for a while? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—At what rate were his services charged for? 

A.—I would have to get the account. 

Q.—Be good enough to look that up. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—They were not legal services ? 

A.—WNo. Special services in connection with the valuation of the road. 

().—Then in the second column of I-21, I find Snider, Morgan and 
Walsh, legal services re F.M. Fice. Will you explain that? . 
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A.—That was an item for services in connection with our purchase of a 


property at the Hamilton entrance bridge. When we took over that property 


it was occupied by a tenant. We opposed his claim, and the case went to 
arbitration. Snider, Morgan and Walsh were the solicitors for Fice, and the 


amount of the award was paid to them on behalf of Fice. 


(.—What was the amount of the award? 
A.—The amount of that award was $1,106.45. The original amount of 


the award was $2,106.45. We appealed the case and $1,000 was struck off 
the amount. 


How. Mr. Fereuson: How much property was there? What acreage ? 
A.—Eleven acres. 


Mr. Bracxin: This was not payment for the property. This is just 


the tenant ? 


A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewartr: Where do you find the solicitors’ fees. You evidently had 
to arbitrate ? 

A.—Bruce and Counsell acted for us in that case. 

Q.—Where are their fees? This is the second case in which you say that 
Bruce and Counsell acted for the Government, and so far as I have been able 
to discover, there is no reference to any account paid them. 

A.—I do not think their account had been paid at the end of the financial 


year. 





: - = = = 





Q.—It was one of the held-overs, was it? 

A.—It was not held over, other than by Counsell. 

Q.—Will you produce the account at the next meeting ? 

A.—I have the accounts if it is the wish of the Committee. 

_  Q.—We desire the information. Here you put in a charge of legal ser- 
vices of $1,106.00 and that you say is what was paid for the property. If there 
were legal services, the Committee is entitled to know what was paid. 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: Haven’t you the account here? 

A.—No, that is not in this statement. It will be in the accounts of 


| 1921-22. 


Q.—But incurred in the previous year? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: May I ask Mr. McLean to produce that as it is important 
in that connection. I find another'item on I 22, Bain and Bicknell legal ser- 
vices re Beatty property, North Toronto, $596.70. 

A.—That was the purchase of property at the head of Yonge Street at 


| Hoggs Hollow. 


Q.—The property you have already referred to? 

A.—No. There was a further purchase there. In fact that referred to 
the main purchase of property at that point. 

Q.—Were there several properties purchased ?, 


A.—Two. 
@.—Just the two? 
A.—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Ferauson: He said in the Hamilton case that eleven acres 


were purchased where Fice was the tenant. Did you purchase the property ? 
A.—Yes. 
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(.—How much was paid for the eleven acres 4 

A.—Eleven thousand dollars was the amount. 

Q.—Who did you buy it from? © 

A.—I forget the name. 

Q.—You paid $11,000 for the property and $1,100 to the tenant? 

A.—Yes that was the award. 

Q.—You can’t complete that item in the accounts can you? 

A.—I really can’t at this moment. 

Mr. Bracxin: I am not sure the property was not settled for the year 
previously. } 

A.—I think it was settled for the year before. 

Mr. Dewart: Then I was asking you a question as to the item on page 
I 22 for the Bain firm. How was that made up, the $596.70. 

A.—That I would have to turn up. It was for legal services in connec- 
tion -with the purchase of the property. 

Q.—Then these items you will look up. I think these are the only legal 
fees we have discovered so far in this department. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: You mentioned, Mr. McLean, a while ago that it 
was not necessary to go to Council as orders were given for each expenditure, 
cheques are signed against ‘the Fund by some of the officials? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who has authority to sign these cheques ? 

A.—They are signed primarily by the Accountant of the Department and 
countersigned by myself for all items over three hundred dollars, except 
where they relate to wages. The accounts originally have to be approved be- 
fore they pass. 

Q.—Then the cheques are signed by the Accountant and yourself.. No- 
body else has authority to sign ? 

A.—Except in my absence. 

Q.—Who signs in your absence ? 


A.—The secretary of the Department would countersign in my absence. — 


Q.—He has proper authority to do so? 

A.—By special instructions. 

Q.—The auditor accepts that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that all expenditures are checked over by your Accountant and 
cheques are signed by him and countersigned by you or the Secretary, and 
nobody else has any authority? You had no other officials to sign cheques? 
You haven’t a lot of officials signing cheques ? 

A.—Well only in the absence of certain officials. 


Q.—Who are the people around you who have control of the money? 


You say the Accountant must sign all the cheques. 

A.—In his absence the chief clerk can sign for him. 

Q.—And the countersigning is done either by you or the Secretary? 

_ A.—Yes, myself or the Secretary, and the case of small accounts per- 

taining to wages, the clerk in the office. 

Q.—I wanted to ask you this. You were speaking of quarries. You 
have a quarry at Washago ? 

A.—Yes. 





GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 143. 





Q.—Is that owned and operated by the Department? 

A.—It is not operated at the present time. We own it. 

Q.—Did you operate it? 

A.—Yes, for some time. 

(.—For how long ? 

A.—F or approximately a year and a half speaking from memory. 

Q.—Why did you suspend operations ? 

A.—For the reason that the price of stone has been falling, and we find 
that the quarries in that vicinity were able to give us a service they had not 
been able to before. 

Q.—You could buy it cheaper than you could produce? 

A.—Yes. 

ae could not compete and you stopped, is not that the fact? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—That was really the fact? What did it cost you for stone when you 
were operating. 

A.—The price varied from time to time. It is an especially good stone, 
and an especially hard stone. It cannot be compared with the ordinary lime 
stone, and the cost varied from $1.00 a ton to $1.50 and possibly at times. 
slightly higher. 

Q.—That is crushed at the quarry? 

A.—Yes, crushed at the quarry. 

Q.—F.O.B. at the quarry ? 


A.— Yes. 
Q.—$1.00 to $1.50? 
A.— Yes. 


. Q.—How long since it was operated ? 

A.—Just about three months ago. We suspended a few months ago. 

Q.—How did that price compare with what you were paying for stone? 

A.—When we compared the freight rates we had to pay we found it 
about the same. 

Q.—From the quarries in that locality ? 

A.—That was the only quarry in that locality and on that road. 

Q.—I thought you said a moment ago that you stopped because the 
quarries in that locality could undersell you ? 

A.—For ‘the section of road over which we were shipping, we shipped 
from Kirkfield. 

Q.— Where is the delivery from Kirkfield to-day, at what point on the 
road ? 

A.—On the Grand Trunk, at Caledon Road. 

Q.—What section are you spreading stone on ? 

A.—We put in a stock pile at Aurora and one at the extreme limit of 
the South end of the road. 

Q.—Where is the Washago quarry ? 

A.—Right at Washago. 

Q.—Did it develop as a result of canal construction ? 

A.—No, I don’t think so. 

Q.—Then you say you can get stone cheaper from Kirkfield over to 
Aurora than around from Washago ? 
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A.—Just as cheap. 

Q.—Freight makes the difference? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Tell us how much you took out during the time you were operating 
and how much cost. You will have those details in the Department ? 

A.—We will have to look that up. 

Mr. Harz: Would not the superior quality of the stone balance what- 
ever difference there was in cost ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—Between that and Kirkfield I mean ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Now you have been buying stone by tender this 
year ? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Altogether by tender? You have no operations of your own? 

A.—Well, not at the present time. 

Q.—Did you have, excepting this quarry, any others last year? 

A.—In a small way only, local quarries with a portable crusher. 

Q.—Outside of that you bought all your stone? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What did you pay as a rule, per ton? 

A.—Last year it was $1. 28 per ton. 

Q.—There is a plant in the County of Renfrew iat stone, a big 
pherayion there. Do you know about that ? 

A.—I know there was one put in a year or so ago. 

Q.—It has been running two or three years? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Have you bought any stone from them? 

A.—I do not think we have. I don’t think they have ever tendered. 

Hon. Mr. Biees: I think they tendered this year. The tenders will 
be brought down. I do not believe they tendered previous to this year. 

Q.—Everything has been bought by tender except your own produc- 
tion. That is a fact? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Warson: That Washago quarry is not shut down for good? 

A.—Oh no, we have the plant and it is ready for operation whenever 
it 1s advisable to operate. 

Hon. Mr. Frrauson: You haven’t bought any stone from anybody ex- 
cept by tender ? 

A.—Only in a small way. In order to be strictly correct, I put it that 
way. 

Q.—Who checks over the accounts in your department ? 

A.—My signature is placed on the voucher before they are passed for 
payment. 

Q.—You sent in a lot of accounts in October and September that were 
sent back to you? 

A.—No, I do not recall any. 

Q.—You are quite sure about that? 

A.—I do not recall any. 
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Q.—Would they come to you if sent back? 
A.—Not necessarily, but I do not think they were. 
Q.—What official would they come to? 

A.—The accountant of the Department. 

@.—Whao is he? 





A.—Mr. Austin. 

Q.—He is the man who would know? 

A.—Yes. | 
Mr. Drewart: G. C. Austin, I see here. Is that the man? 
A.—Yes, that is him. : 


Mr. Harz: On page I 20 right at the end of the column there is Mc- 
Donald, lease of land, hauling and storing of gravel for ten years at $300.00 
per annum $3,000.00. What is the idea? Is that a sort of ground where 
you draw anything left over? 

A.—That is a place where we lift gravel from the Lake Shore. It is 
the best beach for the elevation of gravel, or is looked upon as such by the en- 
gineers and others from Port Stanley west. We haven’t any material in the 
Township of Albany, other than what is obtained from the Lake there. We 
could not purchase rights with the consent of the owner. We leased that 
right to use the shore and the gravel on it, and have retained an area of two 
and a half acres or as much more as we require, and a right of way along 
fifteen hundred feet of the property. The shore line has a frontage of two 
thousand feet, and we have the right to the use of the gravel in that deposit, 
lift it, and haul it over this right of way and store it for operations. 

Mr. Crarx: Does he own the gravel on the shore? 

A.—That is a question that appears in dispute and difficult to ascertain. 
The fact is that we could not use the shore without his consent. We cannot 
get the gravel without his consent, and the County had been paying twenty- 
five cents a yard to this man. 

A Memser: Some of these titles go to the water ? 

A.—That was the case in this instance. The title of the land went to 
the water’s edge. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Who owned the water lot ? 

A.—T. G. MacDonald. 

@.—I mean the lot under the water. Is that in the Crown? 

A.—That would probably be in the Crown. 

Q.—Did you look into that? 

A.—Yes, we looked into that. 

Q.—You did not have to pay him for the gravel? 

Q.—This man apparently owned the riparian rights ? 

A.—He has practical ownership, and you cannot get the gravel out with- 
out his consent. 

Q.—The gravel itself is in the Crown, and you would not have to pay 
him for that ? . 

A.—I looked into it as far as I could, and the advice I obtained was 
that we could not get the gravel without entering into the agreement. 

Q.—Then it is an agreement to reach the gravel ? 

Hon. Mr. Biges: Why is storage required? Is it not on account of gravel 
being needed only at certain times ? 
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A.—Yes. There is a height of about eighty feet and we have to elevate 
it continuously into a pile in order to get it there. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: How many miles of permanent surface road are 
finished in the Province ? 

A.—We are just preparing an answer for that question for the House, 
and in order to be strictly accurate, I would have to wait for that. 

@.—I heard of you making an address where you gave it as seventy 
miles ¢ 

A.—We have that in permanently finished surface exclusive of gravel, 
macadam and other things last year. 

Q.—That is for last year’s operations only? I am speaking about up to 
date. How many miles of permanent surface are there in the Province in 
your Road Construction scheme ? 

A.—I will have to ask you to let me look up the figures. 

Mr. Dewarr: I just want to ask one or two questions. On page I 7, 
I refer to one legal account of the Robinette firm, $82.30. What is that for ? 

A.—I think that was a case at Peterborough in which we had difficulty 
with our Issuer of Automobile permits, The case was one which was very 
much involved and we employed that firm to handle it. | 

Q.—Instead of a local firm at Peterborough ¢ 

A.—Yes. I wished to be able to consult with them here. 

Q.—Auto markers and supplies, there is an item Canadian Color Type 
Limited, markers as per contract, $64,441.62. Were tenders asked for, for 
that matter. 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Will you bring those down? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Can you speak as to what difference there was in the prices paid to this 
Company and the St. Thomas firm that had a contract before? 

A.—The price the previous year was about thirty-six cents, and to this 
Company as I recall twenty-eight cents a pair. 

Q.—What Company has it this year? 

A.—A firm in this city, the. McDonald Manufacturing Company. 

Q.—What was their price ? 

A.—Fourteen cents a pair. 

(.—Then there is an item I want you to look into, on page I 27, in the 
second column “Department of Public Highways accountable $776,011.46.” 
That is a rather large amount. Will you be able to account for that? 

A.—It will be a little hard to say just exactly what was paid out of that 
item. ‘That is accountable and is in the same class as the item on page 51. 
That is accountable in 1920, $462,000. That item was accountable, and was 
over ten per cent. of our expenditure for the year. This item is under ten per 
cent. considerably for the year. 

Hon. Mr. Biaes: I probably can explain that. These cheques have been 
issued prior to the first of November, and the vouchers have not gone through 
the hands of the auditor soon enough to be placed in the Public Accounts, and 
this is the amount of cheques issued the last week or two, or three weeks of 
the fiscal year, and the items cannot be individually given by the auditor. 


————— - 
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Hon. Mr. Fereuson: In other words, cheques sent out in the last couple 
of weeks and which would not be returned in time to be in the Public Accounts ? 

A.—They will appear next year. 

Mr. Dewarr: I see on page I 51, you have accountable and: outstanding 
$776,011. You make your total expenditure $10,387,000 and then you deduct 
accountable $462,776. Where are the items that make up the $462,000 ? 

A.—They are in here and are all itemized. You can understand we are 
just carrying on these items in the way they were usually carried on. 

Q.—What I mean to say is that you should have put accountable items 
that you have accounted for in one group so that we would know them. 

A.—That is the items making up that $462,000 ? 

Q.—Yes, where can I find them? Are they itemized ? 

A.—They are itemized through here. : | 

Hon. Mr. Brees: In bringing down the Public Accounts another year, 
it would be easy to keep these accountable items separate. 

Mr. Dewart: I would suggest that. 

Hon. Mr. Breas: It can be very easily done. . 

Mr. Dewart: Commencing with the miscellaneous on page I 19, I want 
to go next week into the expenditure for properties. You see large property 
purchases here, $4,499, $5,210; and several thousand dollar items. I want 
to generally go into the system under which these lands were purchased. I 
want you to look up a sufficient number of these large purchases, so that we may 
find the basis on which purchases were made, the prices paid, and some com- 
parison as to different localities. Then there is an item on page I 54. I 
would like you to bring down the account of T. H., engineering expenses 
$3,572.00. If you will do that we will save more time by not going into the 


matters now. 


Hon. Mr. Breas: You want the vouchers down for eight or ten of the 
largest ones ¢ 

Mr. Dewart: Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: The accounts that have been spoken of, the ac- 
counts of the last week or two are those for which cheques would be sent and 
would not be returned in time to get into the Public Accounts of last year. 

A.—No, in order to have accounts which the auditor will accept, we have 
to supply him with a receipted voucher. Our cheques are sent out with the 
account. It is receipted by the man to whom payment is made and returned 
to us. 

Q.—What I am getting at is this. There would be a certain proportion 
of your payments in the latter part of October that would not appear as 
charges in the Public Accounts for the past year 4 

A.—Except under that item of $776,000. 

Q.—That would be involved in that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Does that $776,000 mean that you sent out that number of cheques 
during the last week or two ? 

A.—I would not be positive. Some might be represented by money in the 


bank. 


Q.—I see. With your system of accounting in the Department, you have 
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an appropriation placed to the credit of your department. You have a regular 
method of bookkeeping and accounting in your own department,.and I sup- 
pose you are able to balance that almost any day ¢ 

A.— Yes. ¢ 

Q.—I would like you to look up and tell us what outstanding accounts 
you have and what liabilities of your Department were on the 31st of October 
last. In other words take stock of your Department on the 31st of October, 
and see how much money you owed then. You get so much and you spend 
so much, and there are so many accounts not paid. I want to know what the 
total expenditure of the Department was during the year ending the 31st 
of October last. Your accountant can make that statement ¢ 

A.—I think so. I will try and get it. 

.—Yes, so that we can know what accounts are outstanding. 

A.—Very well. 

The Committee then adjourned. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
April 26, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10.30 am., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
Francis Lee Stuart called and sworn; Examined by Mr. Ferguson. 


Q.—What is your full name? 

A.—Francis Lee Stuart. 

Q.—What is your address? 

A.—949 Broadway. 

Q.—New York City? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What is your business ? 

A.—Civil engineer, consulting engineer. 

Q.—How long have you been in that business ? 

A.—36 years, that is, as an engineer, not always as a consulting engineer. 

Q.—What is the extent of your experience in large public works or in 
large construction propositions ? 

A.—Well, I graduated from the A institute and had the usual ex- 
perience as a young engineer until I went to Nicaragua, where I was 
made district engineer in charge of the service on the eastern side of the canal. 

Q.—Was that the Panama Canal ? 

A.—No, the Nicaraguan. I came back to the United States and was put 
in charge of the estimates of various Isthmus works by the Commission. 

Q.—What Commission ? 

A.—Isthmus ‘Commission. 

Q.—Is that a Government Commission ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—A federal Commission ? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And by that Commission you were put in charge of the estimates 
_ for canal construction ! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.— What further construction experience have you had in recent years? 

A—In recent years; from 1905 to 1910, I was chief engineer for the 
Erie Railway, and from 1910 to 1915, I was chief engineer of ‘the Baltimore 
_ and Qhio Railway. During the war I gave my services to the Government, 
 first.as advisor to the Red Cross War Board, and then as chairman of the 

terminal port facilities commission. 

Q.—I am speaking more of constructive work. 

A—In 1918, I was chairman of the budget committee of the United 
States Railway administration in charge of the budgets of expenditure I 
passed on them and passed them on to WwW ashington, all the Railroads east of 
Chicago and North of Norfolk. 

Q.—That is, the making of estimates? 

A.—No, that was a board to which the Railways came and presented 
plans and estimates and I approved or disapproved and sent them on to 
Washington. 

Q—You revised them on behalf of the Government and forwarded 
them? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—<Are vou a member of the firm of Kerbaugh and Stuart! 

A.—There is no such firm. 

Q.—<Are you practicing alone! 

A.— Yes. ; 

Q.—Your names have been coupled a good deal in this Province. 

A.—We made this report together and signed it together, he as a con- 
tractor and I as an engineer. Suppose I continue, and tell you in my own 
words what my experience was. I was consulting engineer for the Q. and 
R—. 

Q.—What is that! 

A.—That is a proposal to spend about $50,000,000 on the Jersey side of 
the Hudson River for a large development for steamships. It is held up now, 
Then I was technical advisor to the New York port authority. That is a 
body composed ot representatly es of two states. L was engineering expert also of 
the Baltimore Port Commission, and am to-day consulting engineer of the Hud- 
son River Bridge project. That is a project for putting a very large bridge 
across the Hudson River, of 3,200 feet span and involves an expenditure of 
half a billion dollars. 

Q.—$500,000,000 ? 

A.— Yes. The bridge itself is about $150,000,000 and the terminal 
about $350,000,000, and the approaches. I am also consulting engineer for 
several railways. 

Q.—So that you have had a fairly wide experience in engineering and 
consulting work ? 

A.— Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: Can you give us some idea of your experience in Hy- 
draulie work, work similar to the work at Chippawa ¢ 


- 
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A.—As chief engineer of the Erie Railway I put through a four-track 
cut adjacent to the present two track tunnel through the B hill which 
is very similar to this. It is an eighty to ninety foot rock cut four tracks 
wide to a possible depth of 130 feet. I consider that is the nearest to the work 
at Chippawa that I can remember, although there is really no precedent for 
Chippawa. 

Q.—What we want to get is something of a similar nature. 

A.—That is of a similar nature. 

@.—Then something along the line of the earth section, the earthwork 
and dredging proposition at Chippawa ? | 

A.—The M cut on the Baltimore and Ohio was a cut of 180 feet 
of rock and earth and cost about $10,000,000 for five miles. There is a num- 
ber of that kind I could mention. | 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: When were you first approached or consulted with 
reference to the Chippawa development ? 

A.—In August, 1920. 

Q.—You were asked by whom, to look into this work ? 

A.—I was asked by Sir Adam Beck. He asked me to come and see 
him at his hotel, and we talked the matter over. He told me of his difficul- 
ties and how he felt about it. He said he would like me to come up and 
examine the work and report on the cost and plant and the progress of the 
work. And he also said—which I think is to his credit—that he did not 
have the power of the Commission but he felt so deeply about it that if they 
did not employ me he would pay me out of his own pocket. 

Q.—He was anxious to have some outside advice on it apparently ? 

A.—Yes. : 

@.—You did come on and make some examination 2 

A.—I came on and spent pretty near a month, consecutively at 
different times examining the work and went all over it. I had the engineers 
and the superintendents in. They furnished us with past records and we 
asked them to get up other information which they did. We went on from 
day to day working the thing out, what progress we could expect and what 
difficulties and we finally made an estimate. 

(.—You gathered all the information you thought was necessary upon 
which you could base an estimate ? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—And having done that you made a report ? 

_A.—Yes, we made a report. 

@.—To whom ? 

A.—To Sir Adam Beck. 

Q.—What is the date of that report ? 

A.—September 30, 1920. Shak 

Q.—That is the report here ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I notice in this report dated September 30, you say “In compliance 
with your request that we make an inspection of your construction, equipment, 
and methods at Chippawa-Queenston development on the Niagara River, and 


to advise you of our opinions and conclusions on the following features of 
the undertaking, to wit— | 7 








GrorcE ie APPENDIX No. 2. 151 


1st—Suitability of the plant for the construction programme proposed. 

2nd—Possible dates of completion of the canal for generation of power 

by the first and second units at power house. 

3rd—Probable cost to complete. 

Q.—These three features pretty well covered the whole scheme ? 

A.—Yes, those are the essential things. 

Q.—This is the line you followed in making your report ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I wish you would tell us as briefly as you can, doing justice to your- 
self, the contents of that report. First as to the suitability of the plant for 
the construction programme proposed 4 

A.—We first sized up the undertaking and the plant they had doing it. 
We made certain recommendations as to additional plant, and made x pro- 
gramme just as you would in building a house, to be finished by a certain 
date. To finish one date required a certain plant and another date more 
plant. 

Q.—Now can you show me here in the report your recommendation as 
to additional plant or changes in the plans. I haven’t seen the report before. 

A.—The first thing we did was to make a schedule of how many yards 
that had to be moved to complete by a certain date, and then we investigated 
the plant there was to do it with, and we stated in this report what the 
difficulties were, where the points were that controlled the situation, and what 
had to be done at particular places. 

Q.—Just give us those seriatim and briefly so that the Committee will 
understand what you thought to be the difficulties. 

A.—The problem at Chippawa was that the earth above the rock and 
the earth below the rock contained a lot of ore. The ordinary steam shovel you 
use in railway construction was always in trouble. Its wheels would sink 
into the soft sand or quicksand and it was a matter of keeping the shovels 
working in these places. They brought on these ninety foot shovels with a 
ninety foot boom and they were able to put the construction tracks on the 
top instead of in the cut and raise the dirt out. That was right. They had 
done right in putting them in but they needed a couple more to make the 
progress necessary and we recommended them. ‘Then as to the rock; in order 
to take out the least amount of rock, the slopes were perpendicular and there 
was sixty-five feet from the top of the rock to the bottom. If you had taken 
that up with the ordinary shovel you would have had to make the slopes lke 
that (indicating “V” formation) so that you could put in construction tracks. 

Q.—Bench it down ¢ 

A.—Yes, bench it down and take out more rock than that was necessary 
by the use of these big shovels by which they were able to take it out vertically. 
Owing to the fact that it is to be concreted it is important to take out no more 
rock than is necessary. On that basis the work was carried on and we ap- 
proved and helped that process by an estimate of what each shovel can do and 
how many would be needed. 

Q.—Just let me interrupt you there, had the capacity of the shovel 
itself in excavation anything to do with it? 

A.—Surely. These shovels are very costly. The shovel itself is only 
an incident of the cost. The cost is in the tracks and cars and engines to get 
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the output away. You can hardly get the output away from one of these 
shovels. ‘There were only three of them at first and five at the last. Hach 
one of them had to do one-twentieth of the excavation. The last. two of them 
that were bought, bought because they were the only ones available, got in a 
couple of months late and fell down in output that threw out all calculations 
and made things very much more costly. If you were building a building 
with brick and three out of five men kept up but the fourth and fifth fell down 
they would hold up the whole undertaking until they caught up. 

Q.—You say the use of these shovels with the long arm avoided the 
necessity of getting the shovels down, or of making benches for taking your 
plant down from time to time to begin operations again ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—Then the use of the long arm shovels was really a matter of econ- 
omy ¢ 

A.—They would have been working at it yet if they hadn’t done that. 

Hon. Mr. Biees: The shovel with a ninety foot beam had been a con- 
sideration in the work ever since the first estimates were made ? 

A.—Yes. There were three and then they increased it to five. 

Q.—You say the last two shovels fell down, probably you would continue 
that out—why ? 

A.—You cannot tell, what has made everything fall down in the last 
year. The workmanship was bad, probably. The repairs were larger than 
on ones built in slower times. Possibly you ought to have foreseen it on a 
big undertaking like that but we thought we had foreseen all ordinary diffi- 
culties. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: That would be due to a defect in the machines 
themselves ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hoy. Mr. Bieaas: It was not on account of any condition you came to 
on the job, getting to a different kind of rock? 

A.—TI will deal with that later. 

Mr. Warson: In connection with the shovels, was there any difference in 
design of the shovels that. fell down ? 

A.—Yes, the two last were steam and the three others electric. The 
electrical shovel has the advantage. They do not require steam in the boiler. 
It is the water rushing over the dam that is pushing them. It is an advance 
on steam. I have always been using steam because in most places you have 
to rely on that, you cannot get the power. The electrical shovels on this 
worked proved that they cost a thousand dollars or more less per month for 
up-keep, and possibly made an output of ten to twenty thousand yards more. 
I do not know that that is the exact figure but I am giving my recollection. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: What would your opinion be as between these 
five large shovels and a larger number of smaller shovels, as to efficiency and 
economy. 

A.—I do not think the work ought to be undertaken with smaller shovels, 
not that kind of work. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—You would destroy the slopes and it would cost so much more and 
be so much slower work. 
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@.—How do you mean cost more ? 

A.—Overhead, the cost of operation. It couldn’t have been done within 
a year of what the big shovels did, or maybe two years. I saw some small 
shovels in trouble very often, that is, in keeping a foundation under them. 

Mr. Warson: Before you leave the shovels. It was said that the large 
shovels obviated the necessity of working on the quicksand. My impression 
is of them working on the bottom of the canal ? 

A.—The large shovels were on the rock. There may have been a little 
dirt over them but that does not matter as long as the rails supporting them 
were on the rock. 

Hon. Mr. Brees: You went through the earth to get at the rock? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—Which would be impossible with the smaller shovels? : 

A.—They were down in the mud but it didn’t matter where the wheels 
were as long as the rails were on the rock and supporting the shovel. 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: Can you suggest anything more that might im- 
prove conditions, lessen the cost of the work and expedite it in any way 2 

A.—No, Sir. We went on that work with great earnestness, not only be- 
cause of our introduction to it but because I felt it was a valuable addition 
to-the resources of America, and it ought to be done right, and, I did all that 
I thought should be done to help on the work to get it completed within the 
scheduled time and at a reasonable cost. 

Q.—You thought it was a big engineering feat and were interested per- 
sonally in seeing it succeed ¢ 

‘A.—Not an engineering feat. I think it is a big business feat. 

Q.—So you went very carefully into it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then your second heading was as to the “possible dates of comple- 
tion of the canal for generation of power by the first and second units at 
the power house?” 

A.—I think I have something here that will show you that. There is 
a certain speed you can make and beyond that you are wasting money. We 
tried to keep well within that schedule and not waste money. 

Q.—There is a sort of economic balance ? 

A.—Yes. We gave the Commission two schedules, one to put the water 
in by September 1st, and one about October 15. We took that profile and 
divided it up to show every shovel we had on the work, what it would do and 
where it would be at any month. Then reports were made during the course 
of the work at certain stages and that shows what was actually done. Each 
shovel is marked with a number, the month, and the yards it took out. We 
made fifteen to twenty studies of these things before we decided that they 
could get through by a certain date, and then we told the Commission how 
much more plant they would have to get through by October 15, and also by 
September 1st. You will notice down here the south end was dirt. In the 
quick schedule we recommended dredging there, bringing the water with 
you and dredging to get rid of the problem of getting away with the material 
and putting more disposal plants on. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You estimated the total quantity to be exca- 
vated ¢ 
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A.—Yes. 
Q.—You had a certain plant of fixed capacity ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you calculated how long that plant would take you to do that 
work ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You divided the quantity by the capacity of the plant? 

A.—Yes, 

@.—And then you divided your work into blocks and estimated the date 
on which each block should be completed ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in that way you were able to keep a check. For instance, take 
any one of them. Here is one of June 21. By that you were able to check 
up when you got to June 21, whether that work was keeping pace with the 
schedule or going behind ? | 

A.—Yes. I was not on the work all the time or in all months, but they 
sent to my office a weekly report and this is a record of the shovel output. Each 
shovel is shown just exactly what it is scheduled to do in June, July, 
August, and September, and what it has done. You take this sheet here 
and you can see what it is scheduled to do, and it fell down that month fifty 
per cent. on that date, that is in June. 

Mr. Watson: Were explanations of why they fell down filed with these 
reports / 

A.—Yes, 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: When you got a report like that, showing the work 
had fallen down, what action did you take? 

A.—Mr. Ferguson, after these men had been on that work for four or 
five months, daily struggling with it, meeting their problems without help and 
assistance, they were more competent to deal with that than I was or any- 
body else I could put there. They knew their own problems. You put a 
new man there and it would take him four or five months to find out what 
they had already learned. 

Q.—Were you on the work occasionally or frequently ? 

A.—F requently. 

Q.—How often ? 

A.—Until March, 1921, I was there quite often, once or twice a month, 
and after that I was not there until the latter end of the year. 

().—At any rate from personal observation you are thoroughly familiar 
with the progress of the work ? 

/  A.—Yes. I was until the last stages of it. During the critical period 
I consider that I was well versed in everything that was going on. 

Q.—You had close personal supervision during the critical period. 
What do you call the critical period ? 

A.—From 1920 to the winter of 1921, to January or February, 1921. 
That was the period when the plant was going in and there were delays and you 
had to change the programme and meet unusual conditions. 

Q.—Now what was the limit for this special speed programme? 

A.—The time limit for this speed programme was the first of September, 
1921. It was later I understand that conditions which made it necessary 
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to get through in that time were changed and their object then was to finish it 
so that electricity could be turned on in the winter. 

Q.—After the necessity for the haste programme had passed 2 

A.— Yes. 

~Q.—I wanted to ask you, do you know anything about the delay in the 
delivery of the plant? 

‘A.—Well, I did about the delivery of shovels, and I think, some other 
things, the delivery of the dredge. The dredge just got in before it had 

frozen up. The shovels were two months late or a month and a half late, all 
_ of which had its bearing on the cost. 

Q.—Would that be a serious delay in the construction of the work, a 

couple of months delay in the delivery of the shovels? 
| A.—Why, it is one and a half months and a very serious delay. It re- 
presented about 180,000 yards, and that you have to scheme to make up in 
some other way. 

Q.—Then you said something about the steam shovels, were the steam 
shovels satisfactory in operation ? 

A.—They are both called steam shovels, the electrical and the steam, but 
the ones actually run by steam were not satisfactory. I think it was material 
and workmanship. 

Q.—These last two put on, were they operated by steam ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: The haste programme was mentioned. Can you tell us 
what that haste programme involved and why that would increase the cost? 

_ A.—You can take your own experience in building a house. Jf you 
want to get through in three months what ordinarily takes four, it takes more 
to do it. 

Q.—My own experience is that if a job hangs on it usually takes more. 

A.—Surely, but there is an economic line. To go slow in that work for 
the last six months was poor economy. 

@.—There is a medium line? 

A.—Yes. We used our best judgment in giving Sir Adam Beck the 
date of September 1st. That was economically possible. We saw the pos- 
sibility of using the plant to advantage to finish at that time and gave them 
& programme to do it. | 

Mr. Watson: What are the factors of increased cost that would enter 
into the haste programme ? 

A.—Two shovels could be worked to better advantage two to three thou- 
sand feet apart so that they could be served to better advantage by the trains 
than if they were two to three hundred feet apart where they would interfere 
with each other. There would be a loss there. 

Q.—But were they ? 

A.—No. I showed you that plan. It was made to keep them a distance 
apart that would not cause congestion. Now when you disturb it and break it 
up you have more or less congestion before you can make up again. For in- 
stance we had a fire. The fire was not very much of itself but it raised the 
deuce with the programme. It put low voltage in the engines and caused a 
lot of trouble, which these men can probably show you themselves. 
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Q.—I cannot see that that has anything to do with the haste pro- 
gramme. f 
A.—Well, it is incidental to it. I will tell you another thing about this 
haste programme. The foreman and men around the work are thinking about 
getting the work done and they will keep a man on when possibly they ought to 
let him go, and things of that sort. That is my experience with a great deal 
of work and I am to-day in favour of a moderate haste programme. 

Q.—Would they pay higher wages under a haste programme ! 

A.—No but they would be working overtime and at night and so on. I 
am unable to tell you that they would save any money by not using the pro- 
gramme they did, and I am pretty familiar with the work. 

Q.—In other words your haste programme didn’t add materially to the 
cost ¢ 

A.—TI think it did but I would not put my finger on it. : 

Q.—I thought you said the haste programme you recommended for Sept- 
ember was as far as possible on that medium line and that therefore you 
reached the maximum of efficiency at. the time you made your recom- 
mendation ¢ 

A.—Yes, but this is what happened. The steam shovels fell down and 
other things went wrong and made it still more of a haste programme. 

Q.—That might occur in any programme? | 

_ A—Yes, you might say that experienced men should have anticipated 
that in such a great big undertaking but nobody has in the last four years. 

Q.—Things occurred that nobody could foresee 4 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Mcrteop: What would this increased cost, were these ex 
pensive shovels they put in? 


A.—Well not very much. The cost of the shovel, the increased cost for 


shovels isn’t much when divided into 120,000 yards a month. It is doing 
a great deal of work. But if you bought it and it sat around doing nothing 
that is a different thing. These shovels do a great deal of work. 

Q.—These shovels were mostly a dead loss when the scheme was com- 
pleted, on account of their size? 

A.—I do not know but I think if you will hold them you will get a good 
price for them. I was in Southern Ohio in the Mississaga Range three or 
four years ago and they were recommending the use of more of them. They 
have their use and I think you will find a market for them. 


Q.—Was it the haste programme that necessitated the purchase of two 


extra shovels ¢ 

A.—Yes I think it was. It was two fifths of the work. 

Q.—That additional cost of extra plant was necessitated by the haste 
programme ¢ 

A.—Yes. , 

Mr. Murvocu: If you sell these two shovels it won’t add materially to 
the cost ? 


Hon. Mr. Fereuson: If they sell for what they paid for them it won't | 


add anything. 
Mr. Watson: What are they worth ? 
A.—About $150,000, but you know the shovel itself as I tried to ex- 
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plain to you is rather a small part of it. The tracks, trains, engines and 
things of that kind are as expensive again. 

Hoy. Mr. Frrevson: Each shovel requires so much operating plant 
around it ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—That is all part of the unit of operation ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Where you buy a shovel you have to have the rest of it? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—It would perhaps amount to more than $300,000 altogether ? 

A.—Oh yes, more. | 

Q.—More than that for each unit? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And these two extra units would not have been necessary except 
for the haste programme? 

A.—No, they would not. 

Q.—They did that to shorten the period their machines would have to 
operate ? 

A.—Yes, if you hadn’t done that why bless me you wouldn’t have finished 

next winter. 
Q.—And the cost would have been materially the same only over a 
longer period ? 

A.—The cost would not have been any less when you consider your 
overhead. 

Mr. Watson: Don’t you think the interest charges would take care of 
the increased equipment ? 

A.—Yes, I think you got through well as you have done. That is my 
opinion. JI haven’t any criticism to offer. If you were to take off these 
two shovels, it would add a year, and would mean an added interest charge 
of three to four millions a year before you commenced to get returns. You 
are going to get a return of two millions this year. 

Q.—The haste programme was to shorten the period you were paying 
interest on ? 

A.—Yes. 

A.—You remember that you, whether the Government or not are paying 
interest on the money. When it is the Government, our Government does not 
charge interest. Yours does. 

Q.—Suppose you are going to undertake a job of this kind, wouldn’t you 
put on a haste programme in consideration of the enormous interest charge 4 

A.—I would. 

Q.—The same programme used ? 

A.—I would. I haven’t a single criticism to make of the speed pro- 
gramme. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: You would do it to-day 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Only it didn’t work out as you anticipated ? 

A.—It came very near it as far as time is concerned, but it cost more 
money. 
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Q.—I want to ask you about the third line of inquiry, the probable 
cost to complete the work. How did you go about it to estimate that? Did 
you adopt the unit basis of estimating ¢ 

A.—First we got thoroughly familiar with the work. We talked with 
the superintendents and the engineers, and they had a great deal of data. I 
have taken the trouble to put that together there. It represents a great deal 
of work. Then they made us a memorandum and got up estimates that we 
wanted in that way, in which we could analyze it and put them before us 
and we would sit down and talk the matter over. Take in the case of the 
rock, it was discussed pro and con and we finally decided on the price we 
would put in. It was not an unknown undertaking. Let me read you for 
your own information what I wrote to Sir Adam Beck: “We have to advise 
you first that while this isa large undertaking it is in excellent shape for early 
completion. Second, all unknown conditions, uncertainties of construction 
have been eliminated.” Now as to “excellent shape for early completion” 
what we meant by that, there was a large part of the plant on, and some of 
the work had been done that would have given bother and might have caused 
delay, and I considered it in pretty fair shape. As to “all unknown condi- 
tions and uncertainties of construction have been eliminated,” I mean by that 
that they had bored out the work, and knew what the foundations were. The 
foundations were really the important thing, and they knew all about it. They 
didn’t know all about the cost, but we knew they could get through last year. 

Mr. Watson: Before you leave that point, will you say there was no 
@loubt as to the material they would have to take out after making these 
drillings? : 

A.—Oh yes, I will tell you when we are talking about the rock. They 
made drillings from two hundred to five hundred feet apart. It showed at 
places sixty feet of rock and thirty feet of rock, and at the time we went 
there, No. 1 shovel had taken out several thousand feet and showed the 
rock to the bottom. We based the schedule on that at sixty-five thousand 
yards amonth. At the other part of the cut, the dirt had been taken off and the 
rock was exposed. It had happened as it usually does. When they came to that 
the character of the rock had changed and that rock cost several millions more 
than it would cost from what had been shown and exposed in the fore bay end 
of the canal. Now in boring you get rock and nobody can tell from that 
boring whether you are going to get laminated or heavy bodies or gas pockets 
that give all kinds of trouble, and break up the rock on the head of the shovel 
and all kinds of things. There was a change in the character of 


the rock. No matter how carefully you examine it in the first place by boring, 


when you begin to cut there is a large element of uncertainty. 

Q.—There is a large element of uncertainty ¢ 

A.—There is, yes, especially in this particular kind of work. This 
work had to go down there, and then you had to fill up what you took out by 
filling it up with concrete and it cost fifteen dollars a yard. You have to be 
very careful what you take out when you fill again with fifteen dollar concrete. 

Mr. Watson: Then what did you mean by saying that all elements of 
uncertainty had been eliminated ? 

A.—If you can follow me, it is this. A section was dirt with slopes of 
one to one at which dirt will stand up. The rock went down perpendicularly 
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and was to be lined to avoid friction. Now the rock might stand on a pers 
_pendicular slope, or it might fall off. It might be in seams and break and 
there was enough of that shown for us to say it was possible to go ahead with 
that programme of vertical slopes, that it would be all right. We might have 
some slides, but you are not using that canal to capacity for several years, and 
-aslide here and there won’t do any harm, and you can clean it up whereas if you 


had to put in the water there for 600,000 horse power right at the beginning, 
you would not havea chance to do it. So they did the economic thing. Then 


there was the whirlpool, which might have given all kinds of trouble, but 
_hasn’t given any. That was settled. Then there was the intake. The ice 
problem of the Niagara River was a serious one. It was not so serious to 
you because you did not need your full flow for 600,000 horse power in the 


first four years, so you could afford to do it in two sections. Your engineers 


have what I think is the right plan there now. Your power house was another 


problem. Your foundations might have been bad and slid into the River. 


Those things were all examined when we went over the work, and we settled 


to our satisfaction and to my satisfaction, as far as my experience is con- 


cerned. 


Hon. Mr. Ferevson: In other words, you had made inquiries to as- 


certain and you received sufficient information from which to base that 
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statement ? 
A.—Yes. There was a lot naturally about that work which was unusual. 
Hon. Mz. Raney: You didn’t include and hadn’t in mind the possibility 


that the rock formation might give you trouble? 


A.—We thought of that but let me tell you in a large piece of work, if 
you take a pessimistic view of everything that surrounds it with uncertainty, 
you would never do anything. Now as to the statement “all unknown con- 
ditions and uncertainties of construction have been eliminated” I will admit 
that that was an unwarranted statement to the extent of the change of the 


Tock, because I don’t know of any other way to put it in words. 


Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Had you taken the usual reasonable methods to 
satisfy yourself about it? , 

A.—Yes. I consider those were well taken. 

Mr. McLzop: Was the change in the character of the rock? 

A.—The strata making up the rock too. There were heavy ledges of 


rock and underneath a lot of little ledges, and the bore would go into these 


ledges and the big rock would fall into the bottom and everybody would 


have to stop work while they shot it up with powder. Now where No. 1 was 
working, when it was shot up, it was the usual thing for them to have to 
_back up and shoot this rock on the breast. That was a big thing. Another 
thing these heavy pieces would break on the sides, and you couldn’t have 
much of that going on if you are going to fill it with concrete. You would 
_have to shoot lighter. I wrote these men three or four times to shoot heavier, 
but I don’t believe they did, because they were afraid of going into the sides. 


Q.—If they blew up too much, it broke into the sides ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And if they blew up too little, the rock fell in too large pieces? 
A.—Yes, and the shovels would have to go back, the men back and the 


engines stand still and delay the shovels while they shot it again. 
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Q.—That couldn’t be told definitely and certainly by any drilling? 
A.—No. The only way is to put down a square hole. | 
Mr. McLeop: In shooting in the bank did you use reamers on these 
holes after drilling ? 

A.—I suppose so. That was channeled. They channeled until they had 
protected their upper slope enough, so they were sure of it, and would not pull — 
off thousands of yards of it but lower down they quit channeling and went 
down with the ordinary shovel. ‘‘Fourth, that the equipment is suitable; _ 
that we think the peak of efficiency of labour and the peak of prices of ma-— 
terial and labour have been reached.” Well, now, I admit I do not know — 
whether is has been reached to-day. In some sections of the United States 
they are paying $18 a day for plasterers. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You say “We think the peak of efficiency in 
labour and the peak of prices for material and labour have been reached.” 
When was that ?’’ 

A.—That was in 1920. 

Q.—What month ? 

A.—September. I suppose it was wrong to the extent of two or three 
months possibly. | } 
Q.—Then the peak didn’t come until two or three months after that? 

A.—No I don’t think it did. In Canada as far as your experience is 
concerned it did not come until that winter or spring. 

“Fifth, that with no unusual labour conditions and with materials pro- 
perly supplied, we consider the estimates of cost and dates of completion as 
feasible and dependable. The project and its purposes appeal to us in all its 
phases. The conception and design is simple and effective and the construc- 
tion work is being carried out with proper present-day equipment and im 
an intelligent, capable way, with credit to all concerned.” That was my 
opinion at the time I wrote it and I have had no reason to modify it, except 
that we might have made some unforeseen mistakes. ; 

How. Mr. Ranzy: Will you leave a copy of that letter here so we can 
get it in the notes? | 

A.—That is my report of September 30 to Sir Adam Beck. 

Mr. Gasy: That is on the file. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Now, you say in this report, and I want to get 
it on the notes: 

“a comparative estimate of the capital required for the various 

stages of the undertaking with rock section of the power canal deep- 

ened for the ultimate use of 22,000 second feet is as follows: Based 

on the present plans of five units for partial use of 15,000 second feet 

will give 250,000 horsepower at an estimated cost of $43,271,759.” 

That is complete is it? 

A.—On another page you will see that is $49,000,000. 

Q.—Estimated net cost to deepen rock section $3,700,000 less receipts 
for broken stone, which makes a total of $46,971,000 or a total cost per 
horsepower, 15,000 second feet capacity of $173.00; total cost per horse- 
power 22,000 second feet $187.00. The ultimate capacity of present plans 
contemplates the full use of 15,000 cubic second feet and the installation of a 
total of nine units produting 450,000 horsepower and will require when 
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installed $9,000,000 additional capital, making a total estimated cost of 
$52,271,759; estimated net cost to deepen rock section less receipts from 
broken stone $3,700,000 which leaves $55,971,759 or a total cost per horse- 
power, 15,000 second feet capacity of $116.15; total cost per horsepower 


22,000 cubic second feet capacity of $124.38; increasing the capacity of the 


canal as a whole to 22,000 cubic second feet and putting in operation a total 
of twelve units producing 660,000 horsepower will add $11,900,000 to the 


above cost of nine units making a total estimated cost of $67,871,759, or a 
total cost per horsepower of $102.83. 


That is, if this canal was constructed to operate to the limit of its capa- 


city, 660,000 horsepower the power will be produced at $102 per horsepower ? 


A.—Yes, that is allowing for salvage,. ete. 

Mr. Marsnatt: When was that report made? 

A.—September 30, 1920. 

Q.—That is your first report ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Mr. Murpocu: You believe the canal will produce 660,000 horsepower ? 

A.—I think it will. I think the workmanship is such that it will. 

Q.—Do you think the water will flow through fast enough? 
A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: I would like to ask you about that. The drop in that 
vanal is only about seven feet is it not? 

A.—I do not know what it is. I don’t think it is quite seven feet. It 
is about that. 

Q.—It is said the drop is not sufficient to get a sufficient supply of water 
to run the total maximum number of units. 

A.—I cannot tell you about that, but I know that the two units working 
now have hardly made 1a perceptible drop in it. Three to four inches I under- 
stand. 

Q.—Do you think that that canal will be able to produce 660,000 horse- 
power ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that water will come down fast enough ? 

A.—Yes, it will come down fast enough. 

Mr. Marsuatyi: What speed would it have to travel to give that capacity ? 

A.—I do not know. I haven’t burdened my mind with that. Perhaps 
fifteen feet a second. That is when it is down to full capacity. It will run 
pretty fast. 

Mr. McLrop: Did you estimate the increased number of horse power 
gained by lining the rock with cement. 

A.—No. sir, I am not that kind of an engineer. I have to take from 
what experience tells me, and draw my own conclusion. I know enough about 
the business to feel confident that you are going to get a much better return 
than you anticipate. 

Q.—You are just depending on the information you have obtained from 
others as to the canal capacity ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You are not giving it on any authority? , 
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A.—I believe they will get from that canal some new formulas the people — 


in that business don’t know. : 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: You had more or less supervision and, more or 
less inspection of this work after you made your first report? 

A.—Yes. 

_Q.—Now you made a subsequent report? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—What was the date of that ? 
A.—It was in December. I think December 13th, 1921. 
Q.—At whose request did you make that report ? 
A.—Sir Adam Beck’s. 
Q.—Did you see anybody else with reference to it? 


A.—Mr., Acres. 
Q.—Just the engineers ! 
fe Ves: 


Q.—Now what was the occasion for that report? 
A.—The occasion was that the work had cost more than the estimate, 


and they wanted me to make an explanation to Sir Adam Beck as to how © 


that occurred. 
-Q.—In other words, they asked you to investigate and report on why 
your estimate had been exceeded ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now what was your explanation ? 

A.—I went over the work with the engincers in charge, went over their 
accounts and statements, and so on and considered it, as if I were the Chief 
Engineer of a Railway and they were contractors. ‘hey conferred on the 
items as to how they had been over-run, and I segregated them into two values, 
one on which a contractor if he had done it by contract could probably have 
gone to the owner and asked him to reimburse him, all kinds of unforeseen 
contingencies, and the other was over-run which possibly a man should have 
foreseen. The first amounted to $7,500,000 and the other to $3,600,000. 

Q.—That is on the first classification there was increase in cost of 
$7,500,000 ? 

A.—Yes, which we said were unforeseen conditions. As I said, I divided 
them into two general classes. Items of cost arising out of conditions which 
were justifiably unseen and unexpected, and items of excess cost arising out 
of conditions which were foreseen and were appreciated from the beginning, 
but which were not seen in their true prospective, as relating to twelve months 
work under the schedule. Now we did that Mr. Ferguson to make the ex- 
planation to Sir Adam Beck as clear as it was possible to make it. The simple 
answer is that the work over-ran owing to conditions over which the engineers 
did not have control, and that was a condition common to all work going on. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Can you tell us a little more in detail the different 
items that added to that increased cost ? 

A.—I have them segregated. First, abnormal accidental contingencies. 


That was due to the fire, a fire of a kind that was particularly costly, because — 


it destroyed some of the sub-stations, and they had to over load the motors. 
Théy had seven thousand men at work at that time, and you cannot throw a 


— 
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large proportion of them out for weeks and pick it up again without the or- 


ganization suffering severely. . 

Q.—It disorganized the whole work ? 

A.—Yes. We went over that and made our own estimates of what we 
thought was justifiably unforeseen about it, and put that at one million dollars. 

Mr. Watson: The fire and incidental effects? That was a million 
dollars ? | 

A.—Yes. Their engineers estimated somewhat higher, up to eight hun- 


dred thousand in one case, and enough to put it above the million. We con- 


sidered what they had to say and all the circumstances surrounding it, and 
we put it down in our explanation as one million. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: That is abnormal accidental contingencies one 
million dollars ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The second item is change in the character of the rock, $2,500,000 ? 

A.—Another engineer could go over that and say one and a half millions 
or he might have it costing three to four millions. We did the best we could 
in our judgment. 
. Q.—It is an approximation ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Based on your best judgment? 

A.—Yes. If you inspect the canal or go down, you can see yourself the 
change in the rock there. There is a lot of it uncovered. I have some photos 


_ that I stuck in here, but the best way is to see it. 


Q.—You have here cement and sand $350,000 ? 

A.—The cement went up eighty cents a barrel on a falling market, which 
eould not. have been anticipated. I think a contractor would certainly have 
been justified in claiming in respect to that. They had to get sand at places 
other than they had provided, and it cost them something like one dollar more. 
For this $350,000, I think we took the figures of cost, and it was clear. 

Q.—They had to find new sources of supply for sand ? 

A.—Yes. ane 

Mr. Marsuatzt: Would it be unusual to stock up with cement, and pay- 
ing a definite price for the whole job? 

A.—In contracting, most men will protect themselves by buying cement 


_ or getting an option on it. We do that for our own protection. But there 


was three hundred and fifty thousand to four hundred thousand yards of con- 
erete to go in there in 1921, and all the mills in Canada could not have fur- 
nished cement enough for that, daily. They had to begin in 1920 to store it. 
Q.—To accumulate it? 
A.—Yes. To accumulate it constantly, so they would get a large stock 


on hand. They had to make contracts in 1920, and the price was up eighty 


that ? 


cents. 
Q.—Could you have got a fixed contract during the war, anything like 


A.—I do not know of any. I have an intimate knowledge of a great 
deal of construction during the war. I do not know how many hundreds of 
millions, and we had to do it. I was connected with the construction divi- 
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sion of the Army, a member of the Depot Board, and they had to do every bit 
of it on a cost plus basis. | 

Q.—On account of the chaotic conditions and the changing situation 
from day to day, you could not get a firm contract covering a period ¢ 

A.—No. 

Mr. Watson: Could cement have been bought cheaper in Unitem 
States ¢ : : 

A.—I do not know what your duty is. There is a duty on everything. 
I know the duty on machinery is very heavy. I presume they bought the 
cement as cheap as they could. It was a matter of quite a good deal of dis- 
cussion as to whether they should grind their own cement or buy a cement 
mill, or protect themselves in that way. How it ended I don’t know, except 
that they paid eighty cents a barrel more than they expected. [ 

Q.—Do you know there is a big margin, regardless of the duty 2 

A.—I think there is. Cement is a very much controlled industry. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Both here and in the United States. 

A.— Yes 

Q.—Now your fourth item is labour turn-over, $613,000. | 

A.—Labour turn-over; I know something about it. They had, possibly, 
twenty thousand men of a turn-over, and that cost from $100 to $50. Some 
Canadian experts, Professors in the Colleges, give it at $50 a man, but ex 
perience is that that is low. It isn’t just the loss of the man in paying him 
off and replacing him, but the gang get disorganized, and you break up your 
organization. We put that at $613,000. We discussed it very seriously 
and thought that. was very low. 

Mr. Watson: That was prior to September 20th? 

A.—WNo, since that. ' . 

Q.—The turn over means putting on a new gang, and it takes time to get 
them going smoothly. | 

A.—Yes. I believe they had quite a number of men who were discharged 
from the army and were not meant for that kind of work. It needs men 
muscle. . : 

Q.—That would add largely to, not only the turn-over, but to efficiency 

A.—Yes. It was perfectly proper to do it, but it cost money in addition 
to what you paid. : 

Q.—If they had many, there would be a substantial amount accounted 
for in that way ?. . 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Metrop: You were taking it, that all the discharged men wert 
inefficient ? 

A—No, I am just taking the man out of the gang. 

Q.—Why did they keep men who were inefficient ? 

A.—If you have to reorganize the gangs it costs money. 

Hon. Mr. Frrauson: You have a fifth item, extra plant, $1,381,487 
That was ia matter of calculation ? 

A.—I think the first item of that was two millions and something, an 
we segregated that, showing as justifiably unforeseen about one and a hal 
millions and put the other in contingencies, which we ought to have foreseer 
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Mr. Marsuati: Did you go into the matter as to whether the number 
of men employed on the work was greater than necessary for proper efficiency ? 
A.—No, you cannot do it by your eye, you have to do it by their out- 


put. A certain number of men is necessary for an output of 60,000 yards. 
Further on they may have trouble and will not get out that much and there- 


fore you will have more men employed per yard of output. These daily 


reports they tried to make for our guidance were an explanation of why things 
fell down. They are always falling down, but I cannot say that they had too 


“many men. I¢ took about $65,000,000, and you get about $20,000,000 in 


—Jabour, and that isn’t a high proportion of labour for that kind of work, tak- 


ing it far and wide. I suppose you had on all jobs more men than you needed, 
more than would do the work to-day. When labour is scarce you get out of 
ten men work that required fifteen or twenty during the war. That is a 


condition you cannot explain, 


Mr. Marsuatut: There is a good deal of criticism that there was not 
the efficiency got from the labour that should have been got. Are you in a 


_ position to say as to that? Was that due to war conditions? 


— — = 





A.—That is a criticism very easy to make, and no one can refute it. 
You can see yourself that if labour was $20,000,000, and it was inefficient 
here and there—and it always is, in every hundred men, there are always 
three or four who give a black eye to the other ninety-seven—but they are 
very small when you come to add it up in money in the undertaking. The 
main thing is the operating cost and the material. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: That would have a greater effect on the added 
cost of the whole operation than the small allowance of three per cent. 

A.—Even then, you cannot discharge men frequently, or you cannot 
replace them at certain periods. 

Q.—You think that a proportion of $20,000,000 to $65,000,000 is what 
ig usual in other works of that magnitude. 

A.—Yes, roughly, I think so. 

Mr. Watson: How did wages on this job compare with wages in your 
country ? 

A.—Much lower. To-day you are getting men for twenty-five cents. 

Q.—I am speaking of the time of the haste programme. 

A.—I think they were lower every year than in our country. 

Mr. Harz: Would it not have made a wonderful difference in the class 
of men they had working on this rock work, if they had selected quarry men 
and paid them a little more money. Would they not have got much better 
results than taking this heterogeneous gang? 

A.—Undoubtedly, if you could have got trained men, but you could not 
get them. They had to do with what material they had. 

Mr. Watson: They had some trained men on the rock? 

A.—Oh, yes, the foreman and some of the leaders in the gang have to 
be trained, no matter what is paid them. They had to have a certain 
amount of them. 

‘ Sill man not accustomed to quarry work is rather a nuisance than 
a help. 


A.—Yes, sometimes more a nuisance than a help. 
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Hon. Mr. Frerevson: Now, you have the sixth item, miscellaneous” 
overhead, $1,559,000. 

A.—Well, those were items that could not be foreseen. They were left 
out at the time of our original estimate. We were given an estimate of what 
the work before that time had cost. This million and a half should have been 
in that estimate, if everything had been cleared up and the accounts straight- 
ened up. ‘There is always a certain amount lagging behind, amounts not 
segregated and put in their proper places. There was also some interest in 
this and there was nowhere where we could have placed it, so we put it there. 

Q.—You say this covers various suspended items Pohiel were not or 
could not be incorporated in the unit cost, at the time of the investigation 4 

A.—Yes. There was at the time of ite first estimate, about $24,000,000 . 
spent, and we took into our accounts about $12,000,000: ee something, ane if 
it had been properly defined, we would have taken in $13,500,000. 

Mr. Watson: I notice in the letter from Sir Adam Beck—I presume : 
he is following your report—he mentions two items, “difficulty arose in the 
operation of new construction plant,” and further down he gives another item — 
“defective operation of steam-shovels.” Were there any “other quae 
difficulties arose except the steam shovels ? 

A.—No, except the first efforts on the canal Hi These plants were 
inefficient. They didn’t work as it was hoped. | 

Q.—What was wrong? 

A.—They were too light, and left the side of the canal in panels andl 
not as smooth as what they finally got. 

Q.—You have reference to the forms? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I mean the change in plant. Would that cost much ? 

A.—I do not know that it cost very much, but it had a considerable cost 
effect, for the reason that they had to pile a lot on concrete in a shorter num- 
ber of months than they would have had to do if the original plants had 
been efficient. Me 

Q.—So you have a total in this report of extra expenditures of $7,600,000 
accounted for in the way you have just told us ? 
A.—Yes, we had made that segregation for Sir Adam Beck’s informa- 
tion. | 

Hon. Mr. Smiru: That is after what date? 

A.—That is December 13. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Did you come in contact with any other con- 
sulting engineer ? | 

A—Yes, I came in contact with Mr. Johnston and Mr. Lea, and with 
the contractor, Mr, Kerbaugh. Mr. Kerbaugh and I signed this report. 

Q.—So that it was prepared in consultation with him, a practical 
operator ? 

A.—Yes, we had discussions on everything in it. 

Q.—Were Lea and Johnston consulted with reference to it? 

A.— Yes, 

Q.—lIt is the result of the combined judgment and consideration of Lea 
and Johnston, Kerbaugh and yourself ? 

A.—Yes, I think we can say that. 
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-Mr. Murpocu: He doesn’t sign that report? 


A.—No. 

Q.—Did they make a separate report? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frravson: Have you seen their reports ? 
A.—Yes, 


Q.—Do they differ from yours ? 

A.—They are on entirely different subjects. 

Q.— Different phases of the work ? 

| A.—Yes, we discussed the matter together. We had meetings together, 
all of us, and with your engineers, too. | 

| Q.—I suppose you had a number of these meetings ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That was for the purpose of thoroughly studying the situation ? 

| A.—Yes, talking over our problems. They might give us some ideas 

and we might give them some ideas. 

Q.—Do you remember what date that was? 

A.—I don’t remember, I think it was in November, possibly. We had 
several meetings. 

Q.—Do you remember the Prime Minister was there ? 

A.—I happened to be away then. I was there at the opening of the 
work, I didn’t see him. JI wasn’t there when he was there. The engineers 
told me there had been a meeting with Mr. Drury. 

Q.—Did you, at any time, discuss these reports with the Government? 
A.—Yes, the Prime Minister asked me to come up and see him a month 
Or so ago, 

Q.—Just recently ? } 

A.—Yes. I called upon him and had several conversations on the sub- 
ject. 

Q.—What was the purpose of that interview, what transpired? 

A.—Well, he wanted to understand how the work had over-run. I tried 
to make as clear an explanation to him as to what had occurred as I have to 
you. 








Q.—That was just with the Prime Minister ? 

A.—No, there was a gentleman, General Mitchell, there. 

Q.—Had you more than one interview of that kind 4 

| A.—Three I think. 

Q.—What line of inquiry did that take or what was considered. Tell 
us in your own words what transpired’? 

A.—TI think the Prime Minister wanted to know why the work over-ran 
 $10,000,000—as representing the Government—lI tried to tell him as clearly 
as I could of the conditions. We tried to make a reasonable estimate, and we 
know how to make estimates. We don’t have to apologize for that. We did 
not have any control over the cost, but we believe the work was done properly. 
_ We know it was done properly. And that in order to satisfy Sir Adam Beck 
we had taken this method of sub-dividing the $10,000,000 of over-cost, in such 
a way as to try and make an explanation of it, to make it clear. Among 
men that are accustomed to business the best thing we can say is that the 
work overran, and was owing to general conditions of the work at that time, 
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in a big undertaking of this kind. I also said to him, and may I say the 
same to you also, that the work over there was well done, and is well de- 
signed, simple, and any body of engineers going over it will feel that you have 
a good work, well conceived, no frills on it, no waste of Government money, as 
far as I can see. And personally, I think it is the best thing that has been 
undertaken of its kind in Canada or any place else, and it is going to have 
a great effect on your country as an example and as an actuality. 

Mr. Hatz: You were present while the work was going on? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Dion’t you think there was considerable over-lapping in the system 
of carrying on the work, which cost a considerable extra amount ? 

A.—Well now, I tell you, I have been in business all my life, and very 


actively, and these men have difficulties in carrying on this work that we — 


don’t know anything about, that a man examining it superficially can’t see. 
They did some things I didn’t recommend them to do, but I am perfectly will- 
ing to give up my idea on the matter to their actual knowledge that they have 
gained in doing the work and I cannot say that I could do any better. I 
could say, but it would be just talk. 

Q.—But there were cases where work was done and then undone and 
replaced with a new idea? | 

A.—There may be a few but I do not know of a serious mistake on 
that job and I do not believe it can be there without my knowledge. There 


may have been some work done over again. Sometimes a superintendent — 


may get away from you or misunderstand you but that might occur to any- 
one. But there is not anything outstanding there. 

Hon. Mr. Ferguson: I gather from you that your opinion is that the 
plant, the lay out, the schedule established and the way the work was 
carried on is all that can be desired, as far as your opinion goes. 

A.—Yes, as far as my opinion goes. 

Q.— Outside of the small) matters you have just mentioned, that a 
foreman may not carry out his instructions or a gang may get going wrong, 
outside of that and similar things is there any outstanding feature of the 
work that you say should not have been done ? 

A.—No, and I have given it very serious thought. 

Q.—Nothing you would not have done yourself ? 

A.—I would not say that. I might change some methods but if I had 
known of anything that was going on that I would not have done myself 
IT would have called their attention to it. 





Q.—I thought you said a moment ago that you had kept a pretty close — 


check on it and that there had not been any blunders made ? 

A.—No. For instance I did this; I went into the question of a central 
concreting plant but when it came to that {I deferred my judgment to 
theirs because they were in intimate touch with all phases of it and their 
judgment on that job may have been better than mine. 

Q.—That was largely a matter of local conditions? 

A.—And conditions of manufacture. 

Mr. Murpocu: You estimated the concrete around $15.00? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the actual cost was around $24.00? 


wih 
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A.—Yes. 
| Q.—Evidently their work didn’t prove as efficient as you estimated 
‘it would be. 
Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Tell me, in a general way; in view of the mag: 
‘nitude of this work, because it is a large undertaking, is the increase in 
estimates a a startling thing to you? 
) A.—Oh no, it isn’t. Dozens of great public undertakings in the last 
‘three or four years have over-run 100 per cent. to as high as 130 per cent. 

Q.—Varying according to local conditions? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Unforeseen things that arose ? 

A.—Yes, in fact there are very few estimates on large pieces of con- 
struction which have not been exceeded. 

Q.—Do you know of any in your experience in the last four ae 

A.—I do not know that I know of any particularly. Where they 
have to make estimates in commercial life, where you have to get the authority 
‘of directors and so on, most of those estimates have been over-run. In 
some Government estimates where some employee doubles the cost and puts 
in a price like that, as they did during the war it might have been within 
the estimate. For instance, the Muscle Shoals was estimated roughly at 
$36,000,000 and cost about $78,000,000. 

Q.—That is as Muscle Shoals, the estimate was $36,000,000. 

Q.—When was that made? 

A.—At the beginning of the war. I am not connected with the Muscle 
‘Shoals, I have just talked to the engineers. 
Mr. Cuarxe: That estimate of $36,000,000 was made when ? 
| Hon. Mr. Ferauson: The Muscle Shoals was about 1917—and* it has 
so far cost $78,000,000? 

A.—$70,000 000 or $80,000,000—that is the nitric part. 

| The reports in the engineering journals say $80,000,000? 
A—Yes. . 
Q.—What has been done with it, is it completed ? 
A.—The dam has not been completed, The dam also has cost more 
than when it was estimated. 
| Q.—When you were speaking of the Muscle Shoals to cost $36,000,000 
you didn’t include the dam? 
| A.—No, the dam, I think they spent $30,000,000 to $40,000,000 on 
that and will have to spend as much more. 
| Q.—Do you know as a matter of fact whether the work has been 
abandoned or not ? 
A—dJust what I get from the newspapers. I hear Ford is still 
negotiating for it. 
| Q.—I mean as far as the United States Government is concerned? 

A.—They are doing nothing so far as I know. 
 -Q.—It is reported in some scientific journals that the work has been 
b Ree and that the United States has written it off as a war loss? 
| A.—{l understand ‘from the nena that Ford expects to spend 
$30, 000,000 to complete the dam. 
| 


| 
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Mr. McLeop: In connection with your own experience with railways, 
have your own estimates been exceeded in the same proportion ? 

A.—Yes sir, my own have been exceeded many times and I have had 
to walk the floor for that. I give you as my own experience that anyone 
can make a safe estimate if the person who is to furnish the money will 
accept it because he can double it and be sure. 

Hoy. Mr. Smrrnu: With your experience, at what period during the 
past two or three years did costs reach the peak ? 

A.—I should say about the end of 1920 or the beginning of 1991, 
in December. We thought it was here then. . 

Q.—You mean at the time you made this first report? | 

A.—I thought it was here then but it wasn’t. ; 

Hoy. Mr. Ferguson: Have you any doubt about the canal having a 
capacity to develop 600,000 horsepower you are talking about? | 

A.—I haven’t, if you give it the water. 

Q.—What you mean by” that is that if you get the treaty water the 
plant and equipment is sufficient ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McLxov: Not being a hydraulic engineer how can you answer 
that question ? t 

A.—I can’t answer as a hydraulic engineer, only as a student. of the 
subject. 

Mr. Murpocr: It is merely guess work ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Frercuson: Would you say it is guess work, that is a serious state- 
ment. 

A.—Well, people pay me for it. 

Q.—But are you putting it on record that you are merely guessing? 

A.—I do not propose and I am not proposing to qualify as a hydraulic 
engineer. 

Q.—From your experience, study and knowledge, your view is that 
it 1s ample. 

A.—Yes. I will be much surprised if it isn’t. 

Q.—Can you add anything to what you have already told us, with 
reference to the expenditure, the construction and completion of this 
scheme ? | | 

A.—I do not know that I can, my belief is that this work has been 
carried on honestly and with less difficulty than a work of that size usually 
is, but has over-run the estimate. That is all there is to it. 

Q.—Have you seen any evidence of inefficiency or dishonesty anywhere? 

A.—I have not. 

Q.—AlIl you can say is that in your view it has been carried on as 
efficiently and economically as conditions would permit ? 

A.—Yes, and I think your men should be commended for the way 
they have done it. 

Mr. Crarke: I suppose you were on the job only occasionally ? 

A.—I was on the job very often from September. 

Q.—You were employed by Sir Adam Beck for consulting? You were | 
not employed by the Governmenit ? 


| 
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Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Do you know whether the Government approved 
| of your appointment or not? 


A.—I understand they did. 
Mr. Ciarxe: But you were employed by Sir Adam Beck ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—You gave him an estimate on September 30th of the cost ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And your estimate has been exceeded,? 

A.—Yes. 


| Q.—Your estimate was different from that of the Hydro engineers, was 
it not! 

_ A.—No, my estimate has been exceeded about ten or eleven millions, 
outside of esi 

. Q.—In that you said you had made no provision for any unforeseen 
conditions ? 

A.—Oh yes we did. We made an estimate and added a certain amount 
| for contingencies. These contingencies proved to be too low. 

Q.—What is the usual percentage for contingencies ? 

A.—I think about fifteen per cent. We put it at five, six, eight or 
ten per cent. 

Q.—You put $3,600,000 here? 

A.—Yes, that is it, about 8 per cent. 

Q.—Anyway they were exceeded, your estimates, in accordance with 
these figures you have given, even with the eight per cent added? 
A.—Without the interest it was to cost $49,000,000. It has cost 
ee, 000,000. 
| Q- Your estimate, in round figures of $50,000,000 included the com- 
pletion of five units ? 
| A.— Yes. ‘ 

Q.—Then you say they exceeded your estimates by ten or eleven 
millions. As a matter of fact I think they were exceeded by fifteen millions. 

| A.—That is interest and so on, things foreign to the ordinary estimate. 
There is about $11,000,000 chargeable to the estimate which we endeavoured 
to explain. If we had used $50,000,000 and estimated about 20 per cent. 
for contingencies we would have ‘been near right. 

Mr. Harr: Regarding these estimates as put out by the Hydro en- 
-gineers. Is there any way of accounting for the wide spread between their 
estimate and the cost? 

A.—That spread is $11,000,000 and we have been trying to explain that 
$11,000,000. 
| Q. —T do not think you just get me. I am speaking of the first estimates 
as to the cost of this plant that were made not by yourself but by the 
‘engineers employed by the Hydro Commission before you came on the job. 
Have you any way of explaining Ris there was such a large spread between 
| 





the actual cost and their estimate ? 

A—I cannot tell you anything back of September, 1920. I came on 
the work then and can only explain what has happened since. 
/ Mr. Warsow: You say your estimate to complete was $50,000,000 ? 
A.—$49,000,000 and some odd. 
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Q.—And now the estimate to complete is $68,000,000? 

A.—There are certain items in there not properly there, as far as 
I am explaining it. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: You made an estimate of what it was going to cost 
to complete five units? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did that mean the entire completion of the canal with five units 
installed ? 

A.—Yes. 

.—The dredging, excavation, mtake ? 

A.—Yes, the dredging, excavation and intake, so far as the first stage 
of it is concerned. 

Q.—The earth section and rock section were to be completed? ‘ 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—At the time you made the estimate it was proposed to line the — 
canal with cement in the manner subsequently carried out ? 





A.—Yes. : 
Q.—And there have been no changes in design or workmanship since 4 
you made that estimate ? ; 


A.—WNone at all. 

Q.—Now, your estimate was for how much ? | 

A.—$49,000,000. 

Q.—And in that how much did you allow for contingencies ? 

A.—About $3,600,000. 

Q.—That was intended to include what sort of contingencies, what 
unforeseen conditions ? 

A.—The ordinary conditions on a piece of work. 

Q.—You thought that was quite enough for the sort of work to be 
earried on ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In making your estimates, where did you get your data. I take 
it your estimates were made on the per unit cost. Where did you get 
your data to determine the unit cost? 

A.—Principally from the work that had gone before. I have here the 
basis on which the thing was calculated. 

Q.—Then it was principally from the work gone before on this piece 
of work ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—You took the actual cost per unit of earth and rock on the canal 
on data given you by the Commission ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Did you verify it? 

A.—No, there was no way of verifying it. 

Q.—You took the unit cost given you by the Hydro Commission ? 

A.—Yes, we discussed that unit by unit with the men on the work, 
and among ourselves as to how to treat it. 

Q.—But wasn’t the unit cost on which you figured the unit cost given — 
you by the Commission for earth and rock on the work that they had already 
accomplished ¢ 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you allowed sufficient for contingencies ? 

A.—Yes. 

Goren in that way you arrived at the estimate of $49,000,000 ? 
—Yes. 

Q.—Interest is not included in that? 

A.—WNo. 


Q.—The interest would amount to how much—$2,500,000 ? 

A.—I don’t know. . | 

Q.—I think it is said that the interest during the time of construction 
was two and a half millions. That brought it up to $51,500,000, as the 
cost of canal with interest, on your estimate, did it not ? 

A.—The interest is shown as $6,591,000 on the work. 

es Mr. Raney: That would be the total interest from the beginning ? 

.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: I mean the interest for this period, from the time 
your estimate was made to the time of completion of five units. 

A.—I would say three to four millions—what is the interest ? 
I see the interest chargeable this year is two millions, chargeable in 1921. 

Q.—Then the Hydro engineers added to your three and a half millions 
of contingencies another substantial sum for contingencies ¢ 

A.—Yes, I understand the estimate was put in in round figures of 


$55,000,000. 
Q.—That was exceeded by ten to eleven millions? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—Were there any features about the cost that were noteworthy, for 
instance, was the amount of the plant, what proportion did that bear to the 
cost of the work ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Did it bear as high as forty per cent. ¢ 

A.—I should not think so, twenty-five to thirty per cent. I should think. 

Q.—Do you know ? 

A.—No I don’t. 

Q.—I was informed the plant had gone up as high as forty per cent. 
of the total cost of the work ¢ 

A—JI do not believe so. I do not think it is that high, The measure 
of the value of a plant is how much did it work. They had it working all 


the time. 


Q.—You do. not think they had an excessive amount of plant ? 

A.—I cannot say they had. In some cases they were a little short. 
In some cases it might have been high. : 

Q.—When you estimated, did you anticipate that the work would be 
done under what is known as the haste programme ? 

A.—Yes, we gave two programmes, one to finish some time in October 
or before the frost and the other to finish on September 1st. 

Q.—The programme for the $49,000,000 \estimate was to finish on 
September 1st ? . 
 -A.Yes, with the addition of a dredge. It was stipulated that a dredge 


must be put in. 
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Q.—Your estimate was $49,000,000 to finish on September 1st ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q@.—What was to be finished at that date? 


A.—Enough for three thousand cubic second feet, for one unit. The 


water was to be in and one unit. working. 

Q.—The earth dredging was not to be completed ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—The water was to be in the rock section and one unit installed ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—As a matter of fact when was the rock section finished ? 

A.—Sometime in November. 

@.—When was the one unit installed ? 

A.—I went there Christmas to see the water turned on. 

Q.—What effect should that delay of two or three months have on the 
cost. Should it increase it or decrease it ? 

A.—Well, we have discussed that earlier in this investigation and there 
is a question there whether the interest on the amount of money won’t offset 
the increase in cost. 

Q.—But leaving the interest out of consideration ? 

A.—If you leave the interest out of consideration, if you lengthen the 
job three or four months you might lessen the cost. 


Q.—It has been urged ay the cost of material increased, Has that — 


been true? You made your estimate when? © 
A.—It was made on September 30th, 1920. 
(.—Did the cost of material increase afterwards ? 
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A.—I think it did, I know specifically of cement it did. I do not 


know about steels and things of that kind. 


Q.—Isn’t is a fact that steel went. down very remarkably during the | 


last year? 

A.—I think it has gone down. 

@.—Very considerably ? 

A.—I think it has gone down to pre-war prices. 

Q.—That decrease took place during the last year? 

A.—That decrease was in the last six or eight months. 

Q.—It was going down before that ? 

A.—It was going down, when the peak was I do not know. 

Q.—Then should you consider that the cost of material taking the 
year as a whole and having regard to the fact that the work was not com- 
pleted on the first of September, would you consider then that the cost 
of material added to the cost of the work ¢ 

A.—You mean between the first of September and the ae of December ? 

Q.—You made an estimate in September that was going to take the 


year as a whole and not the peak. Material had to be provided during the 


whole year? 

A.—Well, most of it had to be provided ahead, had to be bought in 
1920. It couldn’t be bought currently in the market. 

Q.—Most of it was bought in 1920? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that the conditions mncer which miaterial could be obtained 
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were known when you made your estimate so there would not be much 
difference in the cost of material bought in 1920 and the increased price 
would not make much difference in the cost? 

A.—No, not much difference. 

Q.—When did the peak of prices of labour come? 

A.—I believe the peak of prices of labour came in 1920. 

Q.—If most of your material had to be bought in 1920 and you made 
your estimate in 1920, it is reasonable to suppose then that your estimate 
was made at the peak of prices? 

‘A.—Pretty nearly. 

Q.—You would not think there was a great deal of force in the argu- 
‘ment, if the cost of cement and material after you made your estimate in 
February, had declined ? 

A.—No, I do not think there was much increase in material except in 
cement. That was an actual increase. 

Q.—You made an estimate in September and the Hydro engineers 
made an estimate of $55,000,000 and submitted it in February, I believe. 
At the time the Hydro engineers made their estimate were they figuring 
or should they have figured on the peak of costs of material ? 

A.—I think they should. 

Q.—Then there would not be anything in the contention that after 
they made ‘their estimate in February material increased and increased 
the cost. 

A.—I think not. ; 

Q.—Now then, labour, did labour go up in cost ¢ 

A.—I think your labour was the most inefficient for the whole period 
about 1920. 

Q.—Did labour go up in cost? 

A.—I cannot tell you. There are men who can give you the facts. I 
cannot tell you. 
| Mr. Gasy: Labour prices remained uniform as far as rates were con- 
_. cerned, until August the 8th or 9th, 1921. 

Tue Wirness: Then you can say that labour costs were the same—the 
rate. 
. Q.—What happened then, did they go up or down? 

A.—It ought to have gone down. 

Q.—What do you say about the efficiency of labour? 

A.—As far as my experience goes, during the fall and winter and 
early spring of 1920-21 labour was about as inefficient as during any time 
in the last five years. 

Q.—Was it more inefiicient ? 

A.—I am inclined to think so. 

Q.—What happened to it during the rest of the year, Remember these 
estimates were submitted to the House during the spring session. What 
happened to labour during the rest of the time. Did it become more efficient ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I am told by the Works Department that labour was more efficient 
than it was before ? 


A.—I think it was in 1921 more efficient than in 1920. That is my 
experience. 

Q.—And that would have tended toward a decrease in the cost of the 
canal rather than an increase ? 

A.—It\should tend toward a decrease in the cost of the canal if it 
is applied in time. If it is felt in time. 

Q.—Under efficient management it would tend to decrease the cost ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—As to the increased cost, it has been claimed that the character 
of the rock changed. . . . I understand that has been threshed’ out 
this morning. How much of the added cost of the canal is due to the change 
in the character of the rock ? ie 

Tus Cuarrman: He has that all in the record. 

How. Mr. Fercuson: In view of what the Prime Minister has said 
about you taking the cost price from the Commission—I understand you 
got their information as to what their labour costs were, you discussed that 
with others you were consulting with and you arrived at a cost of your own 3 

A.—Yes. ! 

Q.—You didn’t adopt their figures necessarily ? 

A.—No, we took what they, had to say. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: I thought you told me you had taken practically 
their unit cost, given you by the Hydro engineers—you didn’t check them up? 





A.—I could not check the cost. They gave us detailed estimates and — 


everything we asked for. 

Q.—Supposing these estimates were under estimates had you any means 
of knowing? | 

A.—No, if they were under estimates they would have influenced our 
judgment. 

Q.—If through some form of bookkeeping things were not charged to 
unit cost that ought to have been charged to unit cost and for that reason 
the unit cost was lower than it ought to have been you could not have known ? 

A.—We could not have known but I will modify that by saying that 
if their results had been any considerable amount over we would have used 
our own judgment. I would probably put what I thought the estimate 
should be just the same. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You say you were on the work yourself observing 
the activities and operations of the men. You had the quantities blocked 
out. Couldn’t you figure out for yourself what it actually cost per unit 
to take out sections ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—Was that the method you adopted, having got the prices from the 
Hydro engineers ? 

A.—After we got the prices from them, discussing it with the men, 
considering how we could do a little better here and a little worse in other 
places we finally decided on a figure which we put in in each case. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: How far out do you suppose the unit cost could have — 
been without you detecting it, taking, as you did, the figures of the Hydro 
engineers ¢ 

A.—That is a very difficult thing 
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Q.—Could it have been ten per cent. out? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Could it have been fifteen per cent. out? 

A.—Yes, possibly fifteen. I think if it had gone twenty to twenty-five 
possibly we would have gone into it a little more seriously. 

Q.—But as far as fifteen per cent. your suspicions would not have 
been aroused at all and it would have passed ? 

A.—Yes, Let me give you an example. There are contractors who 
make a living doing this work who have just bid on a certain work and 
their estimates vary from $400,000 to $1,000,000. 

Q.—That is a work that has not been going on? 

A.—That work has been going on, it has been going on for a year. 

Q.—Here was an excavation work going on. It was not likely to change 
then. You knew from practical experience what the nature of the rock 
was. It was actual experience you were making your estimate upon. 

A.—Very much go. 

Q.—If it had been desired to get a low estimate . . . 

A.—Do you mean could the accounts have been doctored and so affected 
my opinion—they could. 

Q.—You told me that could have been done to the extent of fifteen 
per cent. and you would not have known it? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And that would have amounted to $7,000,000? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—So your estimate could have been put $7,000,000 lower if that 
had been done? 

A.—yYes, I would not deny that for a moment because nobody is in- 
fallible, especially where they have to deal with such elements as they en- 
countered at Chippawa. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: The Prime Minister is suggesting dishonesty. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: I did not. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: The Prime Minister suggested, could you have 
been deceived if they had doctored the books to show a lower unit cost 4 

A.—Certainly. 

Q.—That could occur in a bank or anywhere else if they kept it 
covered up ? ' 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. McLzop: Have you had any experience of work of this character 
on a greater or smaller scale in the same period in which estimates which 
you gave have been exceeded! by a very substantial amount as in this case? 

A.—I do not know of any that haven’t been exceeded. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: You speak of your experience where estimates have 
been exceeded. Of course we know that everywhere estimates were ex- 
ceeded, but that was during the period of inflation wasn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Would it be equally true of a period of deflation ? 

A.—It might be.. We have had a period of deflation, but it has come 
‘go suddenly we haven’t felt it in large public works, 

Q.—I can quite understand that a man taking a contract in 1917, with 
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prices of all sorts of stuff soaring, would find his estimates materially ex- 
ceeded, but would that be true of an estimate made in 1921? 

A.—Not to the same extent. 

Q.—Would it be to any extent? 

A.—Yes, I will give you an example. Contracts up to $20.000.000 have 
just been let for the vehicular tunnel in New York, and the contractor has 
insured himself as to his materials, before he made his bid. Otherwise he 
didn’t know, he couldn’t tell whether it was going to cost $18,000,000 or 
$26,000,000. 

Q.—Isn’t there a difference between the sort of estimate you made and 
the bid a contractor puts in on a piece of work. I could imagine in 1921, with 
work becoming scarcer and contractors anxious to get work, they would figure 
on deflation which they would possibly expect and which would tend to cut 
their bids. In making your estimate, did you figure on deflation or on things 
at the peak—you figured on things at the peak, didn’t you? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—You would not expect such an estimate as you made to be exceeded 
as you would the estimate of a man who figured on a deflation, which might 
not come 4 | 

A.—wNo. 

Q.—You were not under the necessity of getting a low estimate? 

A.—No. We wanted to give the best in the shop. We could easily have 
put in contingencies of twenty per cent. We did the best we could. And 
we took what these men told us as one hundred per cent., as the best they 
could give us. We could have been fooled, but we were in constant inter- 
course with these men for a year, and I know we were not. The accounts 
may be mixed up but if there was anything it was accidental. 

Mr. Haryt: When you made your estimate of $49,000,000, was that 
with a view to conditions that had actually obtained ? 

A.—At that time, yes, as far as we could see. They were not made in 
a moment. They were fully considered and discussed, the ways and means 
and the details. Everything we could think of was considered. 

Q.—And yet it exceeded by a considerable amount of money ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Crarxe: I understand that in the last year it would not be ex- 
ceeded. You gave an explanation of the excess on labour at something like 
one and a half to two and a half millions? 

A.—No, that was a certain amount we made as an estimate on the turn- 
over, the cost of the turnover in labour. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: One other question, was the excess cost in any 
way attributable to the actual increase in the unit cost, which was based on 
the Hydro experience, or to unforeseen contingencies of another character ? 

A.—We think it was unforeseen contingencies. That is our opinion based 
on examination, Here is the point. If you put these unforeseen contin- 
gencies and apply them on the rock and earth you put up the price. We 
think the price for the rock was right. 

Q.—Then you haven’t found anything yet to show you the unit costs 
given you were out? 
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A.—No. 
The witness was excused. 
The Committee then adjourned. 


Pusrtic Accounts CoMMITTEE. 
April 28th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
Mr. E. D. L. Hammond, called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Lennox. 


Q.—Mr. Hammond, what position do you occupy under the Government ? 
A.—At the present time, I am rated as Provincial Police Inspector. 
Q.—How long have you been with the Government ? 

A.—Since the 15th of December, 1920. 

Q.—And all that period, have you occupied the same position ! 

A.—No, Sir. 

Q.—What was your former position ? 

A.—As a matter of fact, I was never quite clear as to what my former 
position was. I understood I was to be appointed Superintendent of Law 
Enforcement for Toronto, and a number of adjoining counties, but I found 
afterward, that in correspondence that was drawn to my attention, I was rated 
as a Provincial Officer, so I did not know as to whether I was to be termed 
Inspector, or Provincial Officer, or Constable, or what. 

Q.—What are your duties in the present position ? 

A.—The enforcement of the law in general. 

Q.—In what way? 

A.—In enforcing the O.T.A., and any criminal work that may develop. 

Q.—What means do you adopt to enforce the O.T.A, What method ? 

A.—My method is to employ men who are termed special officers, who 
are to go and seek information in places where they are selling liquor or deal- 
ing illicitly in liquor, and purchase it if possible, and notify me as to what they 
have done. After which, I will have a warrant issued if I see fit, regarding 
those places. 

Q.—Is there any other official in the same capacity as you in the Depart- 
ment ? | 

A.—There is Mr. Ayearst, the Chief Inspector. 

Q.—What position does Mr. Sarvis hold? 

A—TI understand he is termed a Provincial Inspector. 

Q.—What was the position of Jeffrys ? 

A.—Provincial Officer or constable. 

Q.—Were you over or under all of these men ? 

A.—TI was under Inspector Ayearst. 

Q.—And over the others ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: Over Sarvis? 
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A.—Oh, no, not over Sarvis. I had nothing to do with Sarvis. 

Mr. Lennox: He was in a different branch ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who was your superior officer ? 

A.—In the first part of the time I looked to Mr. Flavelle, Chairman of 
the Board of License Commissioners, although I was supposed to be directly 
under Mr. Ayearst. 

Q.—Then during the last year? 

A.—Under General] Elliott. 

Q.—What was his official position 2 

A.—Commissioner of Police, I believe, for the Province of Ontario. 

Q.—Was there a mian there by the name of Collison ? 

A.—For a while, yes. 

Q.—In what capacity was he? 

A.—At one time I was led to understand that he was Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Police. I heard that from his own lips. I was afterwards in- 
formed that he had a position as License Inspector. 

Hon. Mr. Surrn: You didn’t know what his position was? 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. Lennox: He is not in the Department now? 





A.—No. 
Q.—Is Jeffrys there ? 
A.—No. ~ 


Q.—Is General Elliott there 2 

A.—Yes, I understand so. 

Q.—I was under the impression that he had resigned, and had been 
superseded by General Williams. 

A.—I understand he was to be there until the end of the month. That 
was my impression. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Who did you report to, as your superior? 

A.—To General Elliott. 

Q.—Since General Elliott has become Commissioner ? 

A.—Yes, 

Mr. Lennox: Going back to these operators you speak of. They were 
sent out for the purpose of securing evidence of violation of the Act? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Now, what check did you have on them? 

A.—I had no particular check at all, Sir. It was impossible to check 
these men unless I would use one man to trail another the whole time, and 
that was impossible. 

Q.—Give me the name of one of your operators, so that I may use him 
as an example. 

. A.—McLaren. 

Q.—When you sent McLaren out in the morning, did you know where 
he was going ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. I would have a list of complaints of various places supposed 
to be selling liquor, and I would send him out to these places to endeavour 
to see if he could purchase liquor there. 
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Q.—What about the moneys that are expended? What instructions did 
they get? 

A.—I had always to advance them; certain moneys for expenses, that is 
to purchase liquor, at these places. When they have got it, they report back, 
and the next thing I do is to have a warrant issued for the people in this 
house, or houses, whatever the case may be. Sometimes, the operative may 
meet some friend who will take him in to one of these places, and make him 
sufficiently well known that he can go back the second time on his own initia- 


tive, to buy a drink or bottle as the case may be, and to make a raid on the 


place. There are occasions where a man goes to a house jn the first instance 
and purchases a bottle of liquor, and brings that back to the office. We can- 
not, and I have not, laid an information at any time on a case like that, al- 
though, I believe, it has been done in the Province. In the case of my own 
men, we have instituted a certain line of procedure with all the men, so that 
there should be no crooked work on the part of the men in securing evidence 
against these places. I have the men searched in the office. Everything is 
taken off the men, and then they are given a certain amount of marked money, 
just so much to buy drinks or a bottle. They are shadowed then to the place 
they go, so that there can be no collusion. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: What do you mean by shadowed. Do you send 
one to watch the other ? 

A.—No, not an operator, but an. officer. 

Q.—It takes two men to do a job like that? 

A.—Yes, Sir, it does, that is so there should be no collusion or crooked 
work or anything underhand on the part of the operators. 

Q.—Then you don’t trust your own operators ¢ 

A.—I have not always done that, Sir. 

Q.—You sent someone to watch them ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Lennox: It is your invariable rule that one shall watch and shadow 
the other? | 

A.—Yes. \ 

Mr. Fercuson: Why don’t you get a third man to watch the second ? 

A.—That is not necessary, because we are following him. We go al- 
most all the way there when we are on a raid. 

Q.—So they go in three batches? | 

A.—No, we all go in a car to a certain point. The officer is in the 
ear with the operator. We go to a certain place and one of the officers shadows 
him to the house. 

Mr. Hatt: You do that when you have a reasonable suspicion that you 
have a case ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: If I understand you correctly, one operator is follow- 
ing the other, and then the officers are immediately behind ? 

A.—No, I only use the one operator, and one of the officers, it may be 
myself would get out of the car and shadow the oflicer to the house. 

Q.—Who shadows you ? 

A.—There is no person. | 

Q.— Where do the rest of the contingent go when you get out? 


182 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 





A.—They are quite close by. 

Q.—So you are all pretty well shadowed ? 

A.—Very much so. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Do your operators know they are being shadowed ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—What is the object in shadowing them if they know it? 

A.—The object is that there shall be no question of collusion, because 
when they are questioned in the Police Court, by Counsel, it is asked, did 
you see these men? Did you have these men under surveillance from the 
time they left the office until they went to this house? And if we didn’t have 
the men under surveillance, Counsel could argue, and have argued, that these 
men took that bottle from another house to this house with them. 

Q.—Tell me this, why don’t you sent two operators together ? 

A.—There have been cases where we have sent two. 

(.— Instead of having a procession on the street, why don’t you have 
a couple go together to the house ? 

A.—That would not be possible, because if I sent an officer into the 
house to purchase, his evidence would be discredited, immediately, and he 
would be held responsible for getting this other party there to break the 
law, and you could not get a conviction. By using an operator, that is not 
the case. He is not an officer, at least, not a sworn officer. 

Q.—Tell me this, then. You say you usually start out with a car load, 
and you are with them ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—A number going in a car? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you are present then, and a party to all raids? 

A.—Quite a majority of them. 

Q.—Did they conduct many of them, a car going out in that way, not 
in charge of yourself ? 

A.—We have conducted a few, but not very many. In fact, we can- 
not do it in the city, owing to the fact that we are often shadowed by mem- 
bers of the bootlegging fraternity, right from the time we leave the office. 
Men sit around and shadow our officers all day long. It would be next 
to impossible to do it without a car. We have to go in a car, because it is 
only by going in a car that we can escape these, men. 

Q.—Then there is only one operation of this kind at a time, if you go 
out all the time? 

A,—That is all. 

Q.—Then the whole thing turns on one man having the ability to cover 
the whole ground, because it is necessary for you to be there? 

A.—I haven’t had a number of men to be able to do more than one 
job at a time. 

Mr. Crerx: I suppose the city is sub-divided into districts? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—You cover the whole city ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: How many of you go out at a time? 

A.—Usually four of us. 
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Q.—Now, have you no check made upon the expenditures made by the 
operators ? 

A.—We have no other check than what the bill of expenses shows. 

Q.—That is, the operator puts in a bill of expenses, and you have to 
accept that? 

A.—The men are questioned as to the expenses, but I have to accept 
their statement. There is no way in which I can check them. 

Q.—I will take one statement up here. ‘There are dozens of these. 
Would this be a fair index of the others? 

A.—No, that one wouldn’t. In the majority of cases the account shows 
what they have expended. 

Q.—Here is one, John Lang, bill of expenses, $54.55; John Young, 
$6.74, and another Frank Truedell, $42.05. Now, these items contained 
in these expense sheets, are made up by them and you have no means of 
checking them ¢ 

A.—No, Sir, not other than by questioning them as to the veracity of 
these expenditures. 

Q.—Here is one of a charge for liquor at 827 Queen West ? 

A.—He was evidently in that place. 

Q.—What is that $1.80 ? 

A.—That is incidental expenses in that place. That means drink with 
the men who took him in, and, perhaps, with some friends he met. 

Q.—Here is a bottle of whiskey from Tony, $5.00. 

A.—That was brought into, the office. 

Q.—You took his word for the price ? 

A.—We have to do that. 

Q.—At all events these expense sheets, put in by these. operators, are 
made up by them, but you have no means of checking them ? 

A.—We have no means of checking them, and if they say they spent 
from ten to twenty dollars in incidentals, you have to accept that. There 
have been cases where two men have gone together, and I have been able 
to check one man’s expenses against the other, and haye found they were 
not correct, and I would not pay them. 

Q.—You found one dishonest? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Mr. Crarxe: And if they were not correct, you would not pay them. 

A.—No. 

Mr. Dewart: I see that a man named Solway, who was discredited in 
Parry Sound, has an item in February 22nd here, “Furniture for house, 
$48.05.” 

A.—That was an account I took up with Mr. Flavelle. We had at 
that time a big gang. Some of the higher-up men in the bootlegging busi- 
ness. 

Q.—Was that in North Bay? 

A.—No, Sir, that was in Toronto. They had headquarters in one of 
the hotels, and the only way in which I was able to make a success of it was 
to have a house rented, where these fellows could deliver the stuff, and a 
small place was rented, and all this junk shoved in to make believe. They 
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did make a delivery of about twenty gallons of liquor. That was approved 
of by Mr. Flavelle. I think they had about twenty to thirty gallons. 
Q.—The reason I asked, was because there were so many items, fur- 
niture, coal oil, candles, broom and so on. 
A.—That was the reason. 
Q.—You knew at that time, he had been discredited by the District 
Judge of Parry Sound ? 
A.—I did not know that. 
@.—You have learned it since? 
A.—TI learned afterwards at North Bay. 
~Q.—You know that he had been discredited by the District Judge, who 
said he was unworthy of belief ? 
A.—I have understood that, Sir, subsequently. 
Mr. Lennox: When this whiskey is seized, where is it taken ? 
A.—It is always brought, first of all to the office. 
Q.—Where is that? 
A.—It formerly was at 46 Richmond St. West. 
Q.—You took it to 46 Richmond St. Where are the headquarters of 
these operators ? 
A.—At Richmond St. We had no other place. 
Q.—They would meet there in the morning for their instructions 4 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—They would meet in the room where this liquor was placed 4 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—It was stored, apparently, quite accessible to the operators ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So the operator, if he wanted to be dishonest, he could easily have 
gotten a bottle of liquor ? 

A.—He could have done so, 

Q.—And if he wanted to be dishonest, and wanted. to catch somebody, 
he could take that bottle with him, and afterwards charge it up to the De 


partment ¢ 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—At that time it was easily accessible to that extent? 
A.— Yes, 


Q.—These men when they were not working were in this room where 
this liquor was lying around ? 

A.—Not without one of the officers. 

Q.—But they were there? 

A.—There was no other place for them to go. 

Q.—If they wanted to take a bottle of whiskey and go into the cellar, 
they could do it? 


A.—If they were dishonest enough to sa it, but we would know if a- 


bottle was taken. 

A.—It was all checked up? 

A.—Yes. Every bottle was checked, and we never took a bottle out 
until the case was disposed of, when it was afterwards sent down to the 
“Government Warehouse, on Trinity Street. 

Q.—It was checked when it came in? 
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A.—yYes. Every bottle was checked and labeled. 

Q.—The same thing with beer ? 

A.—The same thing with beer. Every bottle of beer. 

Q:—So these operators were surrounded with liquor in that room? 

A.—Yes, Sir. ° 

Hon. Mr. Smrru: Was any liquor stolen that you know of, as a mat- 
ter of fact? 

A.—There was, to my knowledge, about three bottles stolen, and I 
got the man who took that stuff. 

Mr. Dewart: How much was stolen at North Bay, when you seized 
the Sandrelli stuff ? 

A.—Not a bottle, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Dewart: You had better make inquiries. 

Mr. Lennox: Who was the man who stole the three bottles? 

A.—I don’t just remember his name. 

Q.—Was it Hays? 

A.—No, it was long before he came in. It was a French-Canadian. 

Q.—Now, coming down to something more specific. I want to draw 
your attention first to the McCutcheon matter. What was H. H. Me- 
Cutcheon’s position ? *Y , 

A.—He was an operator. 

Q.—-Now, then, did you know that he had got into trouble at Guelph? 

A.-—I heard so. 

Q.—What trouble had you heard he got into? 

A.—He told me personally. 

(.—What did he say? 

A.-—He told me he had been arrested in Guelph, charged with an as- 
* sault on some young woman. 
Q.—And did he tell you the result of the charge ? 
A.—-He told me he was convicted. 
().—-Now, tell me what month it was that conviction took place? 
A.—I cannot say that. 
Q.—What time was it he informed you of the conviction ? 
A.—To the best of my knowledge, it would be about the beginning of 
March, cr the jatter end of February, 1921. 
| Q.—Up tc that time, had he been in your employ? 

A.— TI never knew the man until the day he came in and told me his 
troubles, 

(.—Was it after he was in your employ, or at the time he eutered your 
employ, that you knew of the trouble he had been in in Guelph? 

Mr. Curry (interrupting): What was that conviction for! 

Mr. Lennox: For criminally assaulting a young girl. 

Mr. Curry: That was the charge. What was the conviction? A con- 
viction on a charge of that kind might be for common assault. 

A.—I understand it was reduced to common assault. 

Mr. Lennox: That would be in March? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And he then began to work for you? 

A.— Yes. 
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Q.—And remained with you, how long? 

A.—One month. , 

Q.—During the time he was with you, what were his duties ? 

A.—He was not given any set duties to do at all, As a matter of fact, 
after McCutcheon came to me and explained the circumstances under which 
he had been held in Guelph, he asked me to speak to Mr. Flavelle, who was 
then Chairman, and I went to Mr. Flavelle with McCutcheon, and his case 
was discussed between the Board and myself, and Mr. Flavelle suggested that 
McCutcheon be paid $100.00, that he thought he had been wronged, and the 
boy was up against it in every way at the time, and he thought that would help 
McCutcheon out a little. JI said if McCutcheon, who I understand, knows 
many of these liquor dives in Toronto, if he can be of any assistance to us, 
why not let McCutcheon take some of my men in, and let us get some of these 
places, and we will not use McCutcheon to give evidence in the trial, but keep 
him out of it altogether. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Because of the conviction. 

Q.—What effect would that have on his evidence ? 

A.—TI was under the impression that it would not help us in any way. 

Q.—Why? Do you mean it would not be accepted in court ? 

A.—It always has that effect. 

Q.—You are willing to use a man for the purpose of getting informa- 
tion, but you are not willing to use him in the box? 

A.—I was not at that time. ; 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: In other words, you thought that would discredit 
him ? 

A.—I told Mr. Flavelle I thought it might discredit him. 

Mr. Curry: You thought McCutcheon might and, perhaps, could enter. 
certain places and you were willing to have reliable people go with him to 
see what did take place? Somebody in respect to whom you had more con- 
fidence than in McCutcheon ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: What became of McCutcheon after the expiration of the 
month ¢ 

A.—McCutcheon came to me and said, “I am going to leave, I have a 
better job.” I said, ‘Oh, where are you going,” and he said, “I am going to 
drive an auto for a man named Slavin.” I said, “All right, go ahead, if you 
can make better money, do so.” Of course, I had no intention of keeping 
McCutcheon on any longer. 

Q—Then do you remember the Morris Gross case ? 

A.—I do, yes. 

Q.—McCutcheon was interested in that? 

A.—It was during this time that McCutcheon was with us that he took 
one Stanley Nash, Tony Perille and Tony Phillips, into-Morris Gross’s house 
at 248 Beverley Street. Nash reported to me that he had been in there with — 
McCutcheon and Perille and Raymond Phillips. I then made an arrange- 
ment with Nash, Perille and Phillips that they should make a deal with 
Gross, to buy ten cases of liquor. Gross would not sell anything under ten 
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cases. That was the arrangement made with Gross at that time. I went 


to Mr. Flavelle and told him my arrangement, and the time was set in the 
evening to make this raid. McCutcheon was not with us or with any of 
the men when we left the office, and I did not know he would be there, but 
it so happened, that when we went and made the raid, McCutcheon happened 
to be there with a man named King, Samuel King, thus McCutcheon came 
into the Gross case. 

Q.—Did you know that Phillips and Nash and McCutcheon had gone to 


King before going to Gross’ ¢ 


A.—No, Sir. I did not. King’s name was not mentioned, until I ques- 
tioned King in the house and asked him his name. 

Mr. Hari: They were not there under your instructions? 

A.—No, Sir. King was an agent for Grogs in the liquor business. 

Mr. Curry: King was not there with your knowledge ? 


A.—No, Sir. 
Q.—Not at that time? 
A.—No, Sir. 


Mr. Lennox: Was McCutcheon in the employ of the Government at 
that time? 

A.—McCutcheon was in the employ of the Government at that time. 

Q.—Then, what happened in respect to the Gross seizure ? 

A.—The case came up and was remanded from time to time and finally 
dismissed. 

Q.—What became of Nash in connection with the Gross case ? 

A.—Nash was the operator that I had placed all reliability on in carry- 
ing the thing through, and McCutcheon, who had left was working with 
Slavin. Slavin, Gross and Courrian then arranged to get McCutcheon to 
bribe Nash to stay away from giving evidence in the trial against Gross. Nash 
reported to me daily all that transpired between himself and McCutcheon, 
who was interceding on behalf of Gross and Slavin, with Nash. He was 
practically handling all the transaction for them. He was a servant of the 
others. Then Nash reported to me, that he had made an arrangement that 
they intended to bribe him and they had offered him, I think it was $250.00 
to go to Niagara Falls, or New York, or Montreal. It was immaterial, as 
long as they got rid of him. 

Q.—Whom do you refer to when you say they ? 

A.—Slavin, Gross, and Courrian. 

Q.—What about McCutcheon ? 

A.—McOutcheon, then was just working according to their orders. 

Mr. Curry: He was the negotiator ? 

A.—He was. 

Mr. Lennox: Was he negotiating for them ? 

A.—He was negotiating for them. 

Mr. Curry: You mean Slavin and Gross? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Although he was in your employ? 

A.—No, Sir. McCutcheon was not along with me then, 

Mr. Curry: You are sure about that? How long after the seizure was 
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A.—This was about a week or so after. The case was remanded a week, 
and then another week, and in the meantime he had left. 

Q.—He was in your employ about a week after the seizure? 

A.—Yes, I would not be quite sure of the dates. 

Q.—In that neighbourhood, more or less ? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Was Nash paid money to leave? 

A.—He was, Sir. 

Q.—Paid by whom ? 

A.—Paid by McCutcheon. 

Mr. Curry: How do you know that? You have been asked, and you 
say, “Yes, he was”. How do you know he was? : 

A.—Asg a matter of fact, the day they left to go to Niagara Falls, to be 
bribed, Nash reported to me at 10 o’clock in the morning, and said, ‘‘Mr. 
Hammond, I have told them I am leaving the Department, and I have come 
down for my check to let them believe I have left the Department.” I drew 
out his check for his time, up to that time, and made believe he had left. I 
then hired a car and, with Jeffreys, I preceded them to Niagara Falls. 

Q.—You made believe he had left? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—He was still in the Department ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Who are you speaking of now ? 

A.—Of Nash, Sir. 

Q.—Nash was paid $250.00 to leave so he would not give evidence ? 
A.—I think it was $150.00 he was paid. 

Q.—Paid by McCutcheon ? 


A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—Who, at that time, was not in your employ? 
A.—WNo, Sir. 


A.—Then Nash came back ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. We brought Nash back. 

Q.—You went over and brought him back from Niagara Falls? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—He gave evidence at the trial? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did Phillips give evidence ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And Perille ? 

A.—Yes, and King and myself. 

Q.—King is the man from whom they bought the bottle of whiskey, be- 
fore they went to Gross’ ¢ 

A.—At Gross’s place, I believe. 

Q.—Then as a result of what took place between MeCutcheon and 
Nash, they were both arrested ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—With a man by the name of Slavin ? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Arrested for conspiracy ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—And that arrest took place in the month of April? 

A.—The 6th of April, yes. 

@.—Charged with conspiracy against the Crown? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—And the result of the trial was that Nash and Slavin were ac- 
quitted and McCutcheon convicted? — 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Of conspiracy ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q:—And was allowed out on suspended sentence ? 

_A.—He was, Sir. 

Q.—Who was he convicted of conspiring with ? 

Mr. Lennox: With these men and others. These two men’ were 
allowed off, Nash and Slavin. 

Mr. Curry: He was convicted of conspiring with them ? 
Mr. Lennox: Yes. 
Mr. Curry: Was that by a jury? 
Mr. Lennox: By a jury before Judge Widdifield, no, Judge Coats- 
worth. 
Mr. Curry: And a jury? 
Mr. Lennox: Yes... . . That trial didn’t take place until about 
September. 

A.—September or October. 

Q.—In the fall sittings ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—McCutcheon was in your employ at the time of arrest ? 

A.—No, Sir, he was not in my employ. 

Q.—When was he taken back ? 

A.—In June. 

Q.—He was taken back during the time he was out on bail, charged 
with conspiring to defeat the ends of justice 4 

A.—Yes, Sir. : 

Q.—And he remained with you till November? 

A.—Until a week after his trial, or a few days after his trial. 

Q.—His trial must have been in September or October ? 

A.—October the 6th, I believe. 

Q.—During the time he was with you, between during June and July, 
what other charges were laid against him? . 

A.—A charge of assisting to set up an illicit still. 

Q.—There is no such charge as assisting. 

A.—Well, that was the wording of the charge. 

Q.— Assisting in making whiskey ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.— Operating an illicit still? 
A.—Yes, Sir. 


Q.—And what was the result of that charge? 
A.—He was convicted, I think. 
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Mr. Curry: Who brought that charge against him ? 

A.—Magistrate Jones suggested that a charge be laid against Me 
Cutcheon and a charge was laid, and an information sworn to by the In- 
land Revenue officer. 3 | 

Mr. Lennox: Just before you go any further, I have a statement of 
McCutcheon’s expenses during March and April, Apparently, he left you on 
the 18th of April. You see that? 


A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—That is his signature? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—It starts on the 24th of March. ‘Drinks, drinks, drinks, drinks, 
drinks, drinks,” all drinks? 

“A.—Yes. 

Q.—$37.50 for drinks in eighteen days? I see eleven drinks at 452 
Richmond Street on the 9th of April, and on the same day four drinks at 
Creston St. fifteen drinks in all that day, anyway, which cost apparently 
$8.50. Now that bill is signed as you will see by McCutcheon ? 


A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—And was not sworn to? 
A.—No. 


Q.—And I see a memorandum on here, “This man double-crossed the 
Department, and left before having this sworn to,’ Whose initials are those? 

A.—Those are mine. 

Q.—IJs that statement true? 

A.—At least I thought he had double-crossed the Department, and 
didn’t come back to have that bill sworn to. 

Q.—So that on the 18th of April when he left your employ, you had 
stated over your initials that McCutcheon had double-crossed the Department 4 

A.—Yes, Sir. | 

Mr. Ovurry: That was then your opinion ? 

A.—That was my opinion, and I put it there. 

Hon., Mr. Frreuson: After he had had fifteen drinks, could you place 
any reliance on his statement? Do you think he would know how many 
he had had when he got up to fifteen? 

A.—That depends on when he got them. 

Q.—But this was all in one day? The 9th of April, and the statement 
is made on the 18th of April. This man had fifteen drinks, and no state- 
ment he will make on that date of what occurred would be of any use. 

Mr. Curry: Does that mean’ consumed by him, or bought by him in 
these places ? 

A.—That is what he spent on drinks. There would always be a number 
of men in the house and he had to spend money with the parties he was 
with, I never saw McCutcheon with a drink in him, to my knowledge, 
and I never smelt drink on McCutcheon’s breath. 

Mr. Curry: So that it might be only one or two rounds of drinks ? 

A.—I cannot say Sir. 

Mr. Lennox: At all events, on this particular day, this man did charge 
up $8.50 for fifteen drinks ¢ 

Hon. Mr. Smiru: Not necessarily for himself ? 
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A.—WNo. 
Mr, Haru: Where is that place ? 
| A.—That place has been closed up since. 
Mr. Curry: Was it raided, and a conviction made eventually ? 
| A.—Yes. The majority of the places named in these accounts have 
been raided. | 
| Mr. Lennox: Now then, what I am interested in is this. On the 18th 
| of April your impression was that this man had double-crossed the Depart- 
| ment ? : 
A.—Yes. When McCutcheon left, the reason I came to that conclusion, 
was that when he left, he promised me he would assist the Department in 
every way, and when the conspiracy charge arose, and I found he had paid 
Nash money and was assisting them to get Nash out of the country, I 
naturally though like any other person would have done, that he was double- 
| crossing’ us. 
Q.—What do you think to-day about it? 
A.—My impression is that so much has developed since, so many differ- 
ent facts revealed, that I have a different impression altogether. 7 
| Q.—Then he was out of your employ from the time you thought he 
had double-crossed you until some time in June. 7 
A.—Yes, he was. 
Q.—What was he doing during April, May and part of June? 
A.—He was doing nothing until after he had been arrested and charged 
with conspiracy with Gross and Slavin. J think it would probably be ten 
| days afterward. . 48 

Mr. Curry: When was he arrested ? Tey : 

A.—On May 6th. McCutcheon came to the office, and wanted to tell 
me a lot of stuff, but I would not listen to McCutcheon then. I said, “if 
you have anything to say, or any information. you want to divulge, you 
must go right to the Commissioner who is in charge.” He asked, “who is 
| that,” and I said, “Major General Elliot. I don’t want to know anything 
about it. Anything you do now must go through him.” I did not see him 
/any more until I was telephoned by General Elliot, and called to his office, 
where I met McCutcheon. 
| Mr. Curry: That was what date? 

A.—I cannot remember the exact date now that that interview took 
place. I know it was a short time after he had been charged with con- 
‘spiracy. It would be around about the sixteenth or the 18th of May. 

Q.—On the 18th of April he had left you? 
A.—Y¥es. 
| Q.—And he didn’t get back until when after that? 
A.—In June he started to work under instructions. 
Mr. Lennox: What was he paid for during April, May and part of 
June ? 
| A.—To my knowledge, I do not think McCutcheon was paid. I do 
not know about that. JI have no recollection of that, but I do know that 
McCutcheon was given money by me for doing work around, and investi- 
gating as he claimed for the Department. 

Q.—Whose money ? 
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A.—The Department’s money. 

Q.—So he was in the employ of the Department, working for the 
Department? Why do you say he was not working for the Department? 

A.—I was not under the impression that he was actually being em-— 
ployed directly. ‘ | 

Q.—Do you mean to say that you thought he was not employed, and 
still were paying him Departmental money ? | 

A.—I paid him money at the end of May and the beginning of June. 

Q.—For what purpose ? 

A.—This money was paid McCutcheon for incidental expenses and his 
salary for getting information against officials working in the License Depart- 
ment. 

Q.—So that he was in your employ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then why did you say he was not ! 

A.—He was not working for me. 

Q.—Let us clear this up. McCutcheon received money for May and 
part of April. That is correct ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—This is your signature ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—So that McCutcheon received Government money during April and 
May ¢ | 


A.—I do not know what he was paid during April and May. He was. 
paid for these months, but what I cannot just remember. If I saw the’ 
statement. . , 
Q.—You are not going to see the statement. | 
A.—He was paid up to the 16th or 18th of April and he was after: 
wards given money and expenses for bringing in information to the Depart’ 
ment. | 
Q.—Bringing information to the Department during what period ? | 
A.—-McCutcheon evidently found out the seriousness of the charg 
against him, and went to General Elliot and told General Elliot that he 
could furnish the Department all kinds of information against officials i 
the Department, and their underhand methods. | 
Mr. Curry: So it was a special service, not of obtaining evidence 0. 
breaches of the O.T.A. but a special service in regard to your own operative: 
and officers. | 
A.—Yes. | 
Mr. Lennox: Do not be misled by my friend here. I have all the pape 


| 
{ 


here. | 
Hox. Mr. Frreuson: That would be a much more important servic) 
{ 


than the ordinary prosecution of the bootlegger. 
‘A.—TI thought at that time it was. 
Q.—It was much more important service to know whether you he! 
reliable operators or not, than the prosecution of the ordinary bootlegger? 
A.—I thought it was Sir. 
Mr. Lennox: He came back to work for you about the beginning 4 
June, doing special work? | 
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A.—That is when he actually reported to me. General Elliott was re- 
sponsible for McCutcheon from that time on. 

Q.—From the time he came back and reported to you in June, is that 
correct ¢ 

A.—General Elliottt was responsible for his re-employ from the time 
McCutcheon went up there and explained this stuff regarding the officials, 
which we all felt was absolutely true. 

Q.—Who were the officials ? 

A.—Courrian, and other members of the Department there. 

— Q.—TI want you to tell me, did McCutcheon perform one minute’s work 
for the Province of Ontario from the time he left on the 18th of April, un- 
til he was taken back by you at General Elliott’s request? 

A.—No, I don’t think so. 

Q.—Then I want you to tell me why he was paid the moneys of this 
Province ? 

A.—TI do not know, Sir. I cannot remember that at all. 

Mr. Curry: You have said so already, that after he had been arrested, 
that you then employed him and gave him, certain disbursements for the pur- 
pose of getting information in regard to men who you believed were in the 
employ of the Department, and were not honest in their endeavours for the 
Department ? 

A.—This was at General Elliott’s request. I had nothing to do with 
that. 

| Q.—When did that work start ? 
| Mr. Lennox : To be perfectly fair to Mr. Hammond, he is not respon- 
sible for this. He was only working under instructions. 

A.—I did not pay McCutcheon one cent on my own initiative, after 

he left me to go along with Slavin. That was on the 18th of April. 
| Hon. Mr. Fercuson: On whose instructions did you pay him? 
A.—On the instructions of General Elliott. 
Mr. Curry: You had information that he was being used for certain 
purposes in connection with the investigation of these officials 4 
| A.—TI did, Sir. 
Q.—Courrian was one of the ofticials against whom evidence was being 
obtained 2 
| A.—Yes. | 
Mr. Lennox: Well now, just speaking of Courrian, he remained with 
the Department until when, how many months after this? 
A.—Until just before the conspiracy trial came on, Sir. 
Q.—That was in October? 

A,—September or October. 

Mr. Curry: Who was responsible for Courrian remaining. 

A.—Courrian was to be discharged some time previous, and I made a 

| suggestion to General Elliott that he hold Courrian a little longer, until I 
was able to get the information I wanted to prove to the Department what 
was going on, and to arrest Courrian. 

| Q.—I see here a statement signed by you. Amongst other items is this, 
August 22nd, 1921, bill of H. H. McCutcheon, investigating rumours of 
corrupt methods of officials of the Department in enforcing the O.T.A. 
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Av-—Yes. | 


Q.—That is the date that he was engaged to perform these special duties? - 


A.—It was, Sir. 


Q.—And he was engaged to investigate the corrupt methods of officials, | 


ata time when he himself was charged with conspiracy and operating an 
illicit, still ? | 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And after you had known that, he had been convicted of assault- 


ing a young girl in Guelph ? 


A.-—Yes, Six. 


Q.—And this was the man in whom, rightly or wrongly, you placed i 


confidence to get sufficient evidence to prove to the country the corrupt methods 
heing adopted by other officials in the Department? Is that correct 4 
_ A.—It was correct. He was the man employed. 
Hon. Mr. Ferauson: A man under indictment for conspiracy against 
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the Crown was engaged by the Crown to conspire against its own officials. — 


That was it, wasn’t it? 
A.—That was it, Sir. 


Mr. Curry: It is not an unusual thing, is it, where a man is charged 
for the police officials to use information that he is willing to give in order 


to get the others ? 


™ 
rt 


A.-The police official often has to resort to the under-world to get the 


evidence he wants. 


Mr. Lennox: Was it necessary to have a man of the type of McCut- 


cheon to get the information you required? 
A.—I believe so, both General Elliott and myself thought so. 
Q.—Was it necessary, yes or no? 
A.—In my opinion, yes. | 
Q.—Then I suppose I may say that if anything had happened to Me- 
Gutcheon you would not have been able to have this investigation, because 
you could not have got. another man under indictment ¢ 
A.—I do not say that. 
Mr. Curry: I believe Mr. Hammond, that the man most likely to get 
information, is the man mixed up with the others ? 
A.—Yes, and is in with them, and is one of the gang. ; 
Mr, Hatt: In other words, he had the goods and you knew it, and he 
was the only man to deliver it? 
A.—Yes. As a matter of fact, he led General Elliot to believe that, 
and myself. 
Hon. Mr. Ferauson: I suppose it is necessary to have a man on whom 
you can rely if you_are going to investigate heretofore trusted officials? 
A.—Yes, quite so. 
-Q.—And McCutcheon was the man whom you picked ? : 
A.—I did not pick him. 
Q.—Whoever picked him, he must have been picked on that basis ? 
A.—He came to me. ) 
Q.—I do not care how he got there. He was put at that duty as a 
reliable man ? 


A.—Yes. 


a 
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Mr. Curry: In regard to that matter, McCutcheon was a man who 
undertook to say that he could give certain information: in respect to the 
dishonesty or lack of good faith of your own officials 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q. —And you employed him to give you that necessary feferination ? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—He was employed eventually whether by you or wer 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you thought the information that he could give you would 
enable you to be in a position to get the information which you wanted 
to lay a charge and make an arrest in regard! to these matters ? 

A.—It was, Sir. 

Q.—And you had other witnesses other than McCutcheon ? 

A.—TI would have eventually. 

Q.—Because of the fact of the information he gave? 

A.—Certainly, Sir. 

: Q.—It would not necessarily follow that because McCutcheon was able 
to assist you knowing of their practice, that he was the only witness to be 
relied on. 


A.—No. 
x —You knew he was mixed up with them? 
A.—Quite so. 


Q.—You believed that though unreliable, he was ‘ablé to get you in- 
formation that you would be able to get reliable evidence on which you 
could get a conviction ? 

A.—I had every reason to believe that. 

Mr. Lennox: Just dealing with what my learned friend says as to 
other reliable evidence. . . 

Mr. Corry: I said a iable evidence. 
Mr. Lennox: Let us see what other evidence you had. aed had a man 
named Gordon ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

().—He had been in jail, too. He was another confidential agent? 

A.—I did not know he had been in jail. 

| Q.—Did you know that T. L. Gordon was the man alt had taken 

~ $600.00 at Kitchener to run away from Regina ? 

| A.—I understood that, Sir. 

Q.—What officials of ane Ontario Government did you want to catch ? 

A.—I was under the impression that. 

Q.—Just name the officials. 

A.—Courrian was one. 

Q.—Who else? 

At this point objection was taken by Mr. Curry and others to questions 

_ of this character. 

| Mr. Lennox: (continuing his examination). You, representing the 
people of this Province thought there were some corrupt methods being 

adopted in the Department ? 

A.—I did, Sir. 


Q.—And you wanted to ascertain who the men were? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—You knew or had heard of Courrian, and you suspected him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What other officials did you suspect ? 

A.—I also suspected the Chief Inspector, Mr. Ayearst. 

Q.—Who else ? 

A.—Some officers working at the time. | 

Objection was taken by Mr. Hall and Mr. Curry, and after some argu- 
‘ment, the Chairman ruled that Mr. Lennox should not ask for opinions 
‘from the witness. 

Mr. Lennox: (continuing), Did anything arise as a result of this 
investigation ¢ 4 

A.—No Sir, as a matter of fact, I was taken sick in July, and General 
Elliott was away. While I was away sick, the investigation on at that time 
was turned over to Captain Collison to look after and carry out, but it- 
was not done. 

Q.—Now if you had a suspicion of these operators, why were they not 
discharged ? 

A.—They were not in my Department. 

Q.—Why were they not discharged? Here were men under suspicion, — 
was there any reason, had they any hold on the Government ? 

Mr. Crarxe: They hadn’t any proof ? 

Mr. Lennox: You didn’t need proof to discharge them. 

A.—As things came to me, I reported them. 

Q.—Whom did you report your suspicions to? 

A.—To General Elliott. 

Q.—So that General Elliott knew for some time that in the employ 
of the Department, there were operators whom you suspected of being dis- 
honest and! corrupt ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Mr. Curry: I suppose Mr. Hammond your suspicions could be aroused 
by circumstances which would not be evidence against the men ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—Would you discharge a man just simply on suspicion, without 
having that suspicion confirmed in some manner? 

A.—It would just depend. 

Q.—On how strong the suspicion was 4 

A.—Yes, 

Mr. Lennox: If you had a man working for you as an operator or @ 
spotter, and you suspected him, you would not discharge him ? 

A.—I would not retain him if I suspected a man. 

Q.—If you hadn’t the utmost confidence in him ? 

A.—If I haven’t that, I don’t want him. 

Q.—If he wasn’t in your opinion above reproach, he would not be re- 
tained ? 

A.—No. Our work would be useless. 

Q.—In your business, in the work in which these men are engaged, you 
would have to have or you should have men in whom you have every com 
fidence for reliability ? 
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A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And the moment a man in your employ came under suspicion, you 
would discharge him ? 

A.—Absolutely, unless there has been something I want to get from that 
man. 

Mr. Curry: I would like to know this. Suppose you have been told 
by one man, who said, “I am satisfied Courrian is not straight, he is crooked 
and is not acting fairly by the Department,” would that be sufficient for you 
to discharge him ? 

A.—WNot altogether, Sir. 

Mr. Lennox: Would it not have been sufficient to put a suspicion in 
your mind as to his integrity? 

A.—That just depends on where it comes from. 

Mr. Curry: Didn’t I tell you a long time ago that from what I saw 
going on around, that Mr. Courrian was not. straight ? 

A.—You did, Sir, and I had had men in my own Department, who have 
claimed they have been paid by Courrian to come into my Department to 


‘secure information about what other men were doing and go and tip them off. 


Mr. Lennox: Was that reported to General Elliott ? 


A.—It was. 
Q.—Prior to this investigation ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And he was still! retained ? 

A.—He was retained, Sir. It was my own suggestion to General Elliott, 
that he retain Courrian for possibly another three months, until I could put 
him where I wanted him. 

Q.—Months before that he had been reported to General Elliott ? 

A.—I reported everything I knew of to General Elliott, and I also re- 
ported to Mr. Flavelle on certain indiscretions going on. 

Q.—You would not ask for an investigation or General Elliott would 
not, unless you thought there was something wrong? 

A.—Not necessarily so. 

Q.—You would not put the country to expense to satisfy your own am- 
bition ? 

A.—Not at all, Sir. | 

Q.—When you asked for this investigation, did you believe there were 
corrupt methods being adopted in the Department ? 

A.—TI did, indeed. 

Q.—What corrupt methods? Courrian standing with the bootleggers ? 

A.—Yes. I have been called upon by different Jews and other people 
of the City of Toronto, who came into the office and reported directly of cases 
where they had paid Courrian money, and where he has assaulted different 
women, when he was in a house to make a raid, of cases where, when he 


_couldn’t get a certain amount of money, he has assaulted women. 


Q.—Did you report that? 

A.—I have reported everything. 

Q.—Was Courrian kept on after you had made these specific reports ? 
A.—He was, Sir, because of my suggestion. 
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Q.—Then the information you got in respect to Courrian had been re- 
ceived by you for months ? 

A.—Yes, practically from my start with the Department. 

_ Q.— Until the time of the investigation, did you report to General Elliot 
every time you heard anything corrupt or dishonest about Courrian 2 

A.—I did, Sir. 7 

@.—From the time you went into the Department up to the time of the 
investigation, General Elliott knew of the methods being adopted, of the cor- 
rupt methods being adopted by Courrian ? 

A.—He did, Sir. I had explained everything I knew to General Elliott. 

Mx. Curry: That is not corrupt methods to obtain convictions? 

A.—Oh, no. i 

Q.—These were to protect people from possible prosecution 2 

A.—Yes. | : 

Mr. Lennox: The corrupt methods I am interested in was the corrup- 
tion on the part of Courrian and others around at the time. 

Mr. Curry: I mean, that they were not corrupt in getting convictions, 
but corrupt and dishonest in administration. 

A.—Yes, in administration in general. 

Mr. Nickie: What did you include in the expression, “assaulting wo- 
men?’ That is a very broad term. 

A.—One man, I think, named Goldstein or Goldberg, came to me to 
complain about Mrs. Goldberg. His complain; was that he had assaulted 
her, that he had abused her and struck her several times, because she would 
not allow her husband to pay him certain moneys. | 

Mr. Nicxre: He violently laid hands upon her? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Mr. Lennox: There was no attempt at criminal assault? 

A.—No, I don’t think s0, 

Mr. Watson: Have you full confidence in the class of people who made 
these charges. What type of people were they ? 

A.—They were Jews. I did not know them, but I based: my convictions, 
solely upon my men who were working under me, and what I saw and have 
seen at different times. I knew that my own Department was being dis- 
credited, that they were doing their level best to discredit my witness in every 
way, shape and form. My men were aware they were being shadowed. Our 
men were tipped off, and it got to a time where something had to be done. 
Men have been in a house and spent hundreds of dollars for absolutely no 
use at all, practically squandering it, owing to the fact that the men were 
tipped off deliberately. I have sent men out to a place, and they have gone 
back to the house a second time, and they have been told their names and 
addresses, and where they lived, and all that, | 

_ Mr. Nicxre: You mean by that expression, that information is given 
to people, so that they may know what has taken place ? q 

A.—Yes, I have here a sample of just what happened. Just at the be- — 
ginning of October, I was instructed by General Elliott to have Courrian sha- — 
dowed, and a man was placed on his trail to see where he went. He was 
supposed to be leaving the City, and at that.time I had a man who had just 
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come into the Department, who had only been there a short time, and. was 
the only man I could rely on, as I thought. 
| Mr. Lennox: Who was that? 

A.—That is a man named Hayes. 

Mr. Lennox: He was in jail) too. 

A.—I did not know that. 

Q.—He was a man you thought you could rely on? 

A.—Yes. He came here with good references. He declared he did 
not know Courrian, and I did not think any person in the Department knew 
Hayes, and I thought it was quite safe for me to put him on it. And the 
following day, this is what he comes in and leaves on my desk: 

This is to tell the truth about which I have been sent out to see where 
a.man named Courrian is, or what he is doing. Well, I know him, and he 
is the man who swindled me in to Mr. Hammond’s Department, and on 
September 24, him and Mr. Budway, came to me and asked me if I’ would 
like a job, and I said, what is it? and he said, it had nothing to do with whis- 
key at all and Courrian said he would give me $150 a month till I got a job 
in Mr. Hammond’s office and said the Attorney-General gave Mr. Ayearst 
permission to hire a man for this office, and on Saturday, 24th September, why 
I made my first trip up to Mr. Hammond’s office, about 11.80, and was told to 
come back on Monday 26th of September and did so, and was told to come in 
at 9.30 on the 27th of September, and did not get started till October 4th, 
and then they tried to get me to tell things and I would not tell anything to 
them, and they are mad, and I never gave them a word, because on the first of 
the month I was to have $33.00 check coming to me, and I did not. receive it, 
so my wife rung up Mr. Ayearst, and he said he had no man by my name 
working for him, and then she rung up Courrian, and he did not have a man 
by that name, and if anyone hired him, why it must have been Mr. Budway, 
but I say no, Mr. Courrian did it, and I was to put in reports on every trip 
I came up hath and done so, not knowing what I was doing was wrong, and 
they said to me, Mr. Sieanst is sick, an that is why I did not receive my 
check, and so when Mr. Ayearst said he did not have me working for him, 
why I began to open my eyes. J am now working for Mr. Hammond, and 
have never told one word to them because we are not speaking, because they 
found out I have got it on them, but they have nothing on me or Mr. 
Hammond, which I am working for, and they are trying to abuse me and my 
wife over it, but I am willing to go ahead and trace them to the finish and find 
out more, and when the guy “that drives them around at night and where they 
hang out till three and peital jhe morning, Yours truly, Ceeil Hayes.” 

Mr. Lennox: You did not know Hayes before ? 

A.—No Sir. He came there with good references and I telephoned 
two or three people, whose numbers were given me by Hayes, and they spoke 
highly of Hayes, and he was employed. 

Q.—What was his former history according to these people ? 

A.—It was good as far as I got it over the phone. In several cases re: 
turned men would come there and give me names to call up. I would tele- 
phone if I wanted them, and if I thought the answer satisfactory, I would 
employ them. 

Q.—You never suspected you were being framed ¢ 
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_A.—I expected anything, but I did not expect it in this one. It was a 
revelation to me when he laid this on my desk. 
Q.—You never suspected that these telephone recommendations were 
phony ¢ 
A.—No I didn’t. They often would have written references from 
different employers. 
Q.—Did Courrian have references ? 
A.—I didn’t know anything about him. He didn’t work with me. 
Q.—He was there when you came in? 
A.— Yes. 
Mr. Warson: Do you think there is very much of this framing up by 
these men to get them in the Department by interested parties ? 
A.—I do Sir. TI believe there has been an insidious propaganda going 
on for a long time. 7 
Mr. Curry: Sending you men with bad records who will bring your 
department into discredit. 
Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Knowing that you accepted telephone references 
without making any inquiry ? 
A.—TI did not know so much about that at that time as I do now. 
Q.—What would be the object in framing you ? 
A.—To get information so that we could not get convictions. 


Mr. Lennox: Just clear this up. This tip of which you spoke, is — 


where one operator in the Department gives information when they find out 
some other operator is going to a house to try and get liquor? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Does that obtain to any large extent in the Department, or did it? 

A.—It did Sir. 

Q.—You were honestly under the impression. that there was a great deal 
of corruption in the Department ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—It was your intention as far as possible to clean up the Department ! 

A.—It was Sir. 

Q.-—And in order to do so you thought that an investigation ought to be 
made ? 

A.—Yesg Sir; sooner or later Sir. | 

Q.—And upon the report of that investigation, you would expect the 
Government to act ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Now then, tell me, to whom did! you intrust the duty of getting the 
information ? 

A.—From McCutcheon. 

Q.—Did you employ any one else for that purpose ? 

A.—A man named Gordon. 

Q.—So as to identify him, Gordon is the man who received $600 from 
Kitchener to skip to Regina? 

A.—I understand so. 

Q.—Did you employ any others in this confidential capacity ? 

A.—There was a man named Stewart. 

Q.—Who also had been in jail? 


—" TF es ‘a 


GEorGE V. AppENprIx No. 2. 201 


A.—Not to my knowledge. 
Q.—Didn’t you know he had been in jail? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Did you know he had been convicted ? 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.—Who else ? 

A.—I employed McCutcheon’s brother. 3 

Q.—So we have H. H. McCutcheon at the time of his employment, under 
two indictments, we have his brother Samuel McCutcheon, who went under 
an alias ? 

A.—I believe he did. 

Q.—Alias Dunn. 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And we have Lloyd Gordon, the man who skipped from Kitchener 
and we have Stewart. Is that correct? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—These four men were selected by the Department for the purpose of 
cleaning up the Department or securing evidence that would lead to the 
cleaning up of the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And it would be upon their report that any action would be taken 
by the Department? 
~  A.—No not entirely. They were for a special purpose, to give us 
the ground on which to work, so’ to speak, and then I would have had other 
men take hold of it in a proper thorough manner, but we had to get the facts 
in the first place, and without that information, we could do nothing. 

Q.—They were to report to you on the result of their investigation? _ 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And did they ? 

A.—They did sir. I have all their reports. 

Q.—Have you received any other reports from any other source with 
respect to this cleaning up? 

A.—I have Sir. 

Q.—By outsiders, or by people appointed by you 4 

A.—By outsiders. | 

Q.—These are the only men paid by the Government that were interested 
in getting information ? 

AI had some of my operators working on it too. They were not in- 
eluded in that. 

| Q.—They were doing general work, and incidentally this as far as they 
—eould ? 

A.—Yes Sir, as far as they could. 

Q.—Now then, they started on this clean up investigation about the be- 
ginning of June? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And it lasted until some time in October ? 

A.—I think it did. 

Q.—And you were getting reports from day to day ? 

A.—Not every day. 
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Q.—FEvery two or three days? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—From McCutcheon telling you the information he had obtained. 

A.—Yes Gir. 

eeu these reports were being forwarded to the Buildings ? 
—Yes. 

‘ -—So they were in the hands of the Department since last June ? 

' - A.—Yes. 

eae were on tap and on file ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—Now without going into that specifically, did that disclose any cor- | 


ruption on the part of these men ? 
A.—Yes, I think that did. 


Mi Q.—Was any action ever taken on these reports ? 
A.—No Sir, 


Q.—Were these men who were implicated as a result of these reports, 


still kept in the employ of the Government ? 


A.—Courrian was one. Of course— 
Q.—Were they kept? 


A.—I only know of one or two men who have gone. Courrian and Cross. 


-'Q.—He is another man who has been in jail ? 
A.—I didn’t hear that. I cannot say. They were out of my Department, 
and I didn’t bother about them. | | 
Q.—Then no one was discharged from’ June to October, although these 
réports were coming almost daily. No one was discharged as a result of these 
reports ? 
A.—Not to my how lellve) 


().—Now I have here a statement, a cash statement, of E. D. L. Ham- 


mond, showing advance money to H. H. McCutcheon for investigation on 
behalf of Major General H. M. Elliott for the Police Department, and this 
begins, the first entry is dated July 7th, “Paid in cash to H. H. McCutcheon, 
service of Car, $250.” I want you to explain that. 


Amal aadesciand from General Elliott, McCutcheon was to receive a 


car, an auto to carry on his work. 


Q.—This is the same man who was under these two indictments, and is | 


to-day in jail ? 


A.—Yes. He was to receive this car. He had discussed the matter 
with him quite considerably, and he said that he would want a car to carry. 
on his investigating work. They were in the bootlegging business and he 
might if necessary have to use a car himself to get around. It was a neces: | 


sity for McCutcheon to have a car. 
Q.—Was there a car bought for him ? 


A.—There was a car bought. JI paid McCutcheon $250. The actual 


value of the car was $500. 


Mr. Crarke: Was that car McCutcheon’s or did it belong to the Depart- 


ment ¢ 
A.—No. 
Mr. Lennox: The car is in McCutcheon’s possession 4 


A.—No Sir. 
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Q.—The car is in a garage? 

A.—I don’t think so. 

Q.—Where is the car? 

A.—The car I think, eventually went back to its owner. 

Mr. Crarke: You paid them for the use of the car? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Now then we have McCutcheon with a car on the 7th 

of July, and will you kindly explain to this Committee what these items of 
$25.00, $25.00, $50.00 and $60.00, amounting in all to $300 for a car during 
July and August mean? After you bought this car. 
A.—As a matter of fact, I took that to be what McCutcheon said. He 
stated to me that General Elliott had explained that he should put it in as 
ear hire, and I could not say anything one way or the other about it. : 
Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Did you ask General Elliott about that? 

A.—I asked him in the first place before he went away whether that 
was correct, if he meant to give McCutcheon a certain sum of money for this 
ear, and I understood from General Elliott, that that was correct, and on 
July 7th, I think, I got an accountable warrant for $2,000 for the Depart- 
ment to carry on this investigation, the North Bay investigation, and two 

other smaller investigations, and I paid out to McCutcheon that morning 
$250. I had previously paid something in the neighbourhood of $30 with 
McCutcheon at a garage on Yonge Street, asking them to hold that car for 
‘him. More than that, to confirm my own statement, Captain Collison who 
was in the employ of the Government at that time, made an arrangement 
with McCutcheon to purchase that car from McCutcheon, as soon as it be- 
[are his. 

| Hon. Mr. Frercuson: That is, McCutcheon was going to buy the car? 

| A.—Yes, and he was going to buy the car off McCutcheon. 

| Mr. Lennox: That is, after McCutcheon got through with his work? 

| A.— Yes. 

. Mr. Curry: Was the car always the Department’s car or was it Me- 
Cutcheon’s car ? 

| A.—I understood it was to become McOntcheon’s property for his 
“services. 

| Mr. Cxrarx: Did he get any pay for his services ? 

A.—Yes, he did Sir. : 

Mr. Curry: And; this was to be in addition? 

A.—I understand so, Sir. 

| Mr. Lennox: Now you received instructions from General Elliott that 
‘McCutcheon was to be paid for the car? 

A.—That I was to advance McCutcheon this money. 

Q.—What about the other allowances paid for cars during this period? 
Let me just read some of them to you. This is McCutcheon’s account dated 


the 22nd of July? 





| 





A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—And beginning with this July account? 
A.—Yes, Sir. 


| Q.—Now I find here an item for car hire of $25 on the 4th of July; 
on the 11th of July, car hire $25; 12th of July, car hire $10; 18th of July, 





1922) 
car hire $25; 23rd of July, $25. That is $110 for car hire after you paid 
$250 on this car you bought for McCutcheon ? 

A.—That is what I explained. He had been told to put it in in that 
way rather than show the $250 on the car in the first. place. 

Mr. Hatz: That is how the $250 is made up? 

Mr. Lennox: Don’t say that, because you are going to get mixed up. 
So McCutcheon was paid not only the $250 but he was paid these amounts I 
have read to you in addition ? ' 

A.—No, I don’t think so. 

Q.—Would it be right if he were ¢ 

A.—No, it would not. 

Q.—Let us go into the August account—here is car hire, $4 on the 25th, 
#8 on the 28th, $10 on the 31st—No, that is in J uly—then beginning in 
August there is $6 on the 3rd, $10 on the 7th, $8 on the 9th, $25 on the 21st, 
$25 on the 28th and $25 on the 5th of September: #9.26 he was fined and 
apparently that was paid, and on the 12th of August $25—now what. does 
that account amount to? | | 

A.—$230.05. 

Q.—And that includes these items I have just read for car hire ? 

A.—Yes.. 


Q.—And that first item on the account is what 4 
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A.—$250. 

Q.—Paid on July 7th? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Without going into the details at present, that account amounts to 
$1,125 ¢ 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Now then we have a bill of expenses of McCutcheon of $895, and 
a bill of expenses of McCutcheon $230.05, paid by the Department 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What does the item of $895 represent ? 

A.—They were the first bills he turned in and they amounted to $890 
and then the other two bills were added here. Here it is. This number of 
bills amount to that. 

(.—So that he received altogether $1,125 % 

N—Ve6" Sires? - 

Q.—And in that is included that $250 that you advanced? 

Ave Veer conmthe? car: 

Q.—And these other items that I have just enumerated are put in as 
ear hire @ 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—They are in the amount, just as drinks are in the amount ? 


A.—Yes, just, the: same. 

Q.—And this is the amount of money paid to McCutcheon as a result 
of the work he performed in discharge of his duties as investigator in clean- 
ing up the department ? 


A.—yYes, Sir. 


~ 
I 


| GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 205 





Q.—And the car is not now in the possession of the Department to your 
knowledge ? : 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—That expenditure was from a period from the 7th of J uly up to 
the time that he was convicted 2 

A.—About four months. 

Q.—It extended to the time he was sent to jail ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Curry: Did the Government buy the car ? 

A.—No Sir, the car went back to the garage. 

Mr. Watson: Who owns the car now ? 

Mr. Lennox: McCutcheon owns the ear. 

Witness: I don’t know. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: I thought you said your instructions were to 
buy a car for him ? , 

A.—I understand the car was obtained in McCutcheon’s name, bought 
in his name in the first place. 

Mr. Crarxe: Who bought the car? 

A.—McCutcheon. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: You advanced the money ? 

A.—Yes, under instructions. I could not have done it otherwise. 

Mr. Curry: Now then, you have here $250 for the car, in this state: 
ment ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you anything as a debit against that ? 

A.—I have nothing as a debit against that. 

Q.—So you have the $250 here and then an amount paid to him by way 
of wages and expense money ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—That amounts to how much? 
A,— $1,125. 


Q.—$1,125—and that whole thing is the total amount received ? 

A.—Yes. ) 

Q.—So you have $1,125 as the total amount expended and you have 
on the opposite side $895 made up of these three items here? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are these three items included in here? 

A.—Yes, including this statement showing the moneys received, these 
are bills of expenses. 

Q.—Where are the three that total $895? 

A.—Those there. There are four bills. 

Q.—And that $895 you say is here? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—That is money paid him, and that is there. 
A.—Yes. a | 
Q.—Then there is $230.05, that is in here? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—So that he has not been paid the $230.05 and the $250 ? 
A.—No Sir, that is all in there. 
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Q.—Now that $895 is these four bills ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That money that pays for those four bills is in there? 
A.—Yes. ' 


Q.—That shows the division on which he received these moneys and the © 


$250 here in that bill, that also is here? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Then that amounts to $1,125? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And that is the total amount paid him? 
A.—Yes, from start to finish. 


Q.—And this $230.05 and this $895 comprise these two lots of bills? — 


A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—And the $895 and the $230.05 includes the $250 ? 
A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: He got the $1,125 and the car. 
Mr. Curry: Oh no. 

Mr. Lennox: He got the $1,125 and the car? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—These items here—you checked up all of them ? 
A.— Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Fercuson: That is his own voucher, he put in vouchers of 


that kind? 
A.—They cannot get vouchers in these places. 
Mr. Curry: He has a little book and he puts it in there, he makes a 
memorandum of whom he paid to and what he paid’ 
~ A.—I- know how much money these men get before they go out and they 


have to explain when they ask for more what they have done with the other. _ 


Mr. Curry: You furnish the men with a little book ? 

A.—Yes, they have to have that book to produce as evidence in court 
if necessary. 

Q.—That book is produced to you every day? 

A.—-If they come to me or my officers to give them money. 

().—Each day? 

A.—LEvery day, every morning. 


Q.—So it is there, there is a check upon them and it cannot be written | 


up all at one time, a week afterwards? 

A.—It could not be done for the simple reason that we might arrest that 
person and he has to appear in court to-morrow morning, therefore that entry 
must be there to be used in court if necessary. 

Mr. Lennox: But we were speaking of McCutcheon. 

A.—I understood Mr. Curry to be speaking in general. 

Mr. Curry:. I was speaking in general. 

Mr. Lennox: In McCutcheon’s case he kept his own foodie and you 
had to accept it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Here is an account here. Gordon, that was paid for assisting Me- 
Cutcheon ? 

A.—Yes. 





{ 
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~ Q—Now I see on August 4th “Given to Miss Bailey expense money 
to secure evidence with McCutcheon for the Department?’ 

} A.—Miss Bailey and Mrs. Collins were two ladies who, we were given 
to understand, could furnish the department with a lot of information and 
I was instructed to obtain every person who could give evidence. 

Q.—Is Mrs. Collins the woman who ran away with this man Gordon 
from Kitchener to Regina ? 

A.—TI believe so. 

Q.—Is Miss Bailey the woman who was mixed up in the Cross matter ? 

A.—She did go to Niagara Falls with the party. 

Q.—You had a man in your employ A. M. Solway, a license inspector ? 

A.—WNo, just an operator. . 

Q.—I find he was paid $565.85 on the 26th of September 1921 ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And amongst other things I find this entry on August 16th last 
year “Paid bribe, $10 to Fred Lefebre.” Where is he? 

A.—He is at North Bay. 

Q.—That $10 item was paid by the Department, how do you explain the 
payment of this $10 bribe by the Department ? 

A.—As a matter of fact Solway and a man named Chopin were em- 
ployed at North Bay to secure evidence for the department and while up 
there Solway was stopped, I understand, by Constable Lefebre. He was 
searched and he was found to be carrying a revolver. The revolver was 
out of commission and he was merely bluffing with it. Constable Lefebre 
threatened to lay a charge against Solway for carrying that gun. Solway 
was afraid of his name coming out so they might find out he was working 
in our interests in North Bay. Lefebre told him if he paid him $10 nothing 
would be done. 

Q.—That is, the Provincial constable ? 

A.—Yes, and he paid the $10. | 

Q.—So that we have one official of the Government paying another 
official of the Government a $10 bribe ? 

A.—He didn’t know he was. 

(.—He paid him so he wouldn’t lay an information against him 2 

A.—Lefebre asked him to do that. 

Q.—But it was a bribe to the officer? 

A:—Yes. The reason he did that was to prevent Lefebre finding out 
that he was working in our interest. 

Q.—The $10 was paid for bribery ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was Lefebre discharged by the Government as a result of that ? 

A.—I do not know what was the result of his trial. 

Q.—Was there ever any investigation made about him accepting the 
bribe ¢ 

A—We laid an information against Lefebre charging him with re 
ceiving a bribe. Coal 

Q.—Do you know whether he is still in the Department ? 

A.—I cannot say that. 
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Q.—I suppose it is the duty of Solway and Lefebre to obtain evidence 


of the breach of the law of any kind? 
A.—yYes Sir, both criminal or otherwise. 
The Witness was then excused and the Committee adjourned to the fol- 


lowing Wednesday. 





Pusric Accounts CoMMITTEE, 
May 3, 1922 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the chair; 
W. L. Rocusster called and sworn, 


Examined by Mr. Lennox; 

Q.—Where do you live ne Rochester ? 
A.—In Ottawa. 

Q.—What is your age? 

A.—Twenty. 

Q.—When were you twenty years of age? 


A.—In December last. 
Q.—You were in the employ of the Provincial Government during the 


year 1920? 
A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—On the Shevlin Clarke limits ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Where have you been since you were working on the Shevlin Clarke 


limits for the Government 4 

A.—In college. 

Q.—Where ? 

A.—At MeGill. 

Q.—You are a McGill student ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—What year? 

A.—Second year. 

Q.—Where were you working before you went to work on the Shevlin 
Clarke limits for the a | 

A.—With the Riordan people. 

Q.—In what period of the year. 

A.—Just before that. 

Q.—In the summer months? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In the Winter months what were you doing? 

A.—I was at college. 

Q.—You were a student except for what summer employment you could 
get and still go to school? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What class of work were you doing for the Riordans? 

A.—Cruising, I was measuring. 
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Q.—You were with a party that was cruising ? 

A — Yes. 

Q.—Who appointed you to that position ? 

A.—Mr. Dickson, of the Riordan people. 

Q.—What experience had you as a cruiser before you went to the 
Riordans ? 

A.—I was out in the summer of 1918 with my father and I was out in 
November, 1918 and also for several weeks before I went up with the Rior- 


dan people. 
Q.—What are your father’s initials ? 
A.—D. B. 


Q.—Is he the D. B. Rochester who had charge of the timber cruising 
and estimating for the Ontario Government on the Shevlin Clarke limits? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And it was he who appointed you to this work for the Government? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is it he who certifies to your bills that are here? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You are down in the public accounts as a culler. Have you ever 
written on a culler’s examination ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Are you qualified as a culler? 

A.—No. I was not culling. I was keeping charge of the books. 

Q.—You were not culling? Do you know why your name is entered 
in the Public Accounts as drawing $175 a month for services as a culler ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—When did you go to work on the Shevlin Clarke limits ? 

A.—About the 15th of June, I think it was 1920. I am not exactly 
sure about the date. 

Q.—Will you look at this bill written in lead pencil for $710.48, whose 
writing is that? . 

A.—My brother’s I think. 

Q.—Not yours ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—It isn’t signed by anybody ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Which brother ? 

A.—L. B. I think that is his writing. 

Q.—Did you receive a check for that? 

A.—I received it part by check and part by cash. 
Q.—Who did you get the part in cash from @ 
A.—My father. 

Q.—How much in cash 4 

A.—About a hundred dollars I think. 

Q.—Was that for expense money or was it part wages? 
A.—Part expense money and part wages. 
Q.—And the balance by check 4 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Was that turned over to your father or retained absolutely by you? 
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A.—It was retained by me. 
Hon. Mr. Fereuson: Whose check was it? j 
A.—My father‘s check, t 
Mr. McCrar: When did you get the check—after you quit work ? | 
A.—yYes, when I was leaving. 
Q.—And going back to school ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—That was the money, I suppose, that was to carry you through your 
college term, partly ? 
A.—Yes, partly. 
Q.—You went to work in June on the Shevlin Clarke limits ? 
A.—Yes. 
O.—Were any other members of the family with you? 
A.—They didn’t go out with me. They were there at the time. 
@.—What are their names? 
A.—Lloyd and Bert. 
Q.—They were there already, ahead of you? 
A.—Yes, 
Q.—What work did you do there? 
A.—For a week or two I was doing work in the bush and then I was 
working on the books until I left. 
Q.—What sort of work were you doing in the bush? 
A.—I was acting as a culler for a time. J was out with another fellow 
working in the gang. 
Q.—Who ? 
A.—Knechtel, I think it was, William Knechtel. 
Q.—What were you and Knechtel doing, culling and measuring? 
A.—Yes. 
~ Q.—What part were you doing? 
A.—I was tallying. 
Q.—And measuring ? 
A.—wWell, yes. 
Q.—What was Knechtel doing? 
A.—He was measuring too. 
Q.—Where is he from? 
A.—He is from Ottawa, I think. 
Q.—He is a student too? | 
A.—Yes, at Queen’s. 
Q.—How old is he? 
A.—I cannot tell you that. 
Q.—You and Knechtel, he a student at Queen’s and you a student at 
McGill were culling and tallying these logs on the Shevlin Clarke limits? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—And your reports as to what you had done and as to measurements 
and conditions you found were reported to whom? 
A.—They were entered in the book. 
Q.—And were these supplied to your father ? 
~A—Yes. 0 © \ | 





\ 
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Q.—I see that William Knechtel was drawing $120'a month. Do you 
know Thomas Riley? 

A.—Yes, he was a cook I think. 

Q.—What other students were on the job béside your two brothers, 
yourself and Knechtel ? 

A.—There was Doorley. 

@.—Where was he from ? 

A.—Ottawa I think. 

Q.—An Ottawa student too ? 

A.—He was going to Queen’s. 

Q.—He was a student ? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—He was drawing $200 a month ? 

A.—No, I guess chet was his father. There is Peter and Tom Doorley. 

Q.—Tom then it was? 


A.—Yes. ) 
Q.—And he was drawing $150 a month ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What was he doing? 

A.—He was helping his father. 

Q.—By what? 

A.—Measuring, his father was a culler. 

Q.—Was he putting the figures down in the book? 

A.—No, he was tallying them on the card. 

Q.—Who was the man in char ge on the ground of this work you were 
doing? The foreman or boss on the eround who, was superintending this work 
and had active charge and: control of it? 

A.—O’ Brien. - 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: What was your father’s job? 

A.—O’Brien was a kind of overseer. He laid out the work for the 
men and showed them where to go. 

Q.—And what was your father’s job ? 

A.—He was overlooking the whole thing. 

Q.—O’Brien and all nee rest ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCraz: Your father was in there every day? 

A.—No, he was in there from time to time. 

Q.-—It was only occasionally that he was in there when the work was 
going on? 

A.—No, not occasionally. 

Q.—Was he there more than once or twice a week ? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—How often would he be there every week 2 

A.—He would come there and stay for a week or two and then go out 
for a while. 

Q.—How long would he go out for! 

A.—Probably a week or less. - 

Q.—Who else besides Doorley and Knechtel and the three Rochester 
boys were students in there measuring and culling timber ? 
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A.—I think that was all. 
Q.—Was W. E. Tichbourne one of your gang? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—He was drawing $200 a month I think? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Do you remember where this bill of yours was made out. Was it 
after the job was completed, this $710.43 ? 

A.—TI don’t remember that at all. 

Q.—You don’t know anything about the making out of the bill of L. 
B. Rochester ? 

A.—No. I had nothing to do with the accounts, with money matters. 
IT was just looking’after the books on the bush work. 

Q.—What was your work on the books? 

A.—The men would come in at night and I would take off the cards 
on the books. They would read them off and I would make them up. 

Q.—Who kept the time of the men? 

A.—My brother, L. B. 

Mr. Warson: What do you say you got from the cullers ? 

A.—They came in with their cards and would read them out and I 
would put them in the book. 

Q.—And L. B. Rochester was the timekeeper on the job ? 

A.—Yes, he was looking after that. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Do you say that he was the timekeeper ? 

A.—We didn’t have anyone specially looking after the time. There 
wasn’t anybody specially taking care of the time. 

Q.—Then you should not say so if you are not sure of it. You are not 
sure there was anybody at all? 

A.—If anybody left the job my brother would keep track of that. 

Q.—But he was not specifically looking after the time ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. McCraz: Are you employed by your father or the Ontario Gov- 
ernment to go out anywhere this summer ? 

A.—No. Not yet. 

Q.—Do you expect to be? 

A.—No. 

Q.—You worked for a time making a butt and top measurement ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—You had never done that work before ? 

A.—Not that butt and top measurement. 

Q.—You had never done that before ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—And the work you were doing wag for the information of the 
Government in the Shevlin Clarke area ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you know whether your brothers or Doorley who were doing the 
same class of work had ever done butt and top measurement before. Do 
you know that? 

A.—I don’t know about Dloorley. J don’t think my brothers did. 

Q.—When you went to make this butt and top measurement will you 
just describe to us what your work was and what your instructions were ? 
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A.—wWell, the work was that there were two men to a gang and one 
man did the tallying and the other took the other end of the tape. He did 
the tallying and measured the butt and the other man would take the other 
end of the tape and take the length where the top would be found. 

Q.—So that in making a butt and top measurement your job was, from 
the evidence on the ground, to try and determine what size a tree had been 
and what logs were taken out of it, and the quality of the log and put that 
down in the book? 

A.—We determined the length taken out. We didn’t put down the 
logs at all. | 

~ Q.—What did you do about a decayed tree’ 

A.—If there was a decay in the tree that was taken off. 

Q.—A decay in the tree where ? 

A.—In the butt. 

Q.—How much did you take off for that? 

A.—It all depends on the size of the rot and the tree. 

Q.—In other words, the tree itself is gone and you look at the stump 
and if it is rotted you guess at what the effect may be in the tree? 

A.—No, from the rot you can tell pretty well. 

Q.—Was that left to your judgment and the boys doing the work? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What experience did you have in guessing the length of logs or the 
rot or anything else ? 

A.—There was no guessing about it. 

Q.—So that you won’t be saying something you don’t want to say, let 
me put this clearly to you. You went in to make a butt and top scale? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And a butt and top scale is made for the purpose of determining 
measurement when the timber which had been there between the butt and 
the top is already away out of the country and you cannot see It. The butt 
and top measurement is to try and determine what that timber was that has 
gone ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And for the purpose of determining that you first have to find out 
what the length would be? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How did you judge it? 

A.—We didn’t judge it, we measured! it. 

Q.—How did you measure it? 

A.—By the top. 

Q.—From what? 

A.—From the butt to the top, to where the top is lying. 

Q.—To where the top is lying on the ground? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are you always positive, where there is a thick growth of pine that 
the top you measure is the top that came from the tree whose butt you knew 
was in another place? 

A.—Unless we were sure we left it and took the butt. 

Q.—Unless you were sure of the top yon only took the butt? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—What amount would you put down in a case like that? 

A.—Nothing. 

Q.—What value would that be in determining the length of that tree? 

A.—We would make it up from the average of other butts of that size. 

Q.—If there was decay in the butt there, a little rot in the centre. How 
far would you estimate that that had penetrated in the tree that had gone 
out of the woods? 

A.—We would not estimate how far that had gone. 


(.—If it was rotted you would estimate how much that would take off 


the logs that had gone? 

A.—TI do not know as there is any fixed rule. 

Q.—It is a mere guess isn’t it ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: Was there very much rot in the trees you measured ? 
Would it amount to a great deal ? 

A.—No, not a great deal. 

Mr. iebcene: If you found in a butt three inches of rot out of a total 
of say 14 inches, would you reduce the size of the log by that amount ? 

A.—Oh no, not by three inches. 





@.—How would you arrive at an idea of how far up the tree oy, rot 


would go or would you estimate that it went through the whole tree ? 


A.—Well, I don’t know. I never thought. of estimating how far it 


went... The rot was there and you would take ‘off so much from the tree. 
Hon. Mr. Ferevson: But how would you get at that? Suppose that 


it was a twelve inch tree and there was a three st hole in the butt on the | 
ground. What allowance would you make, what percentage would you take 


off your sound log? 

A.—Oh, about an inch, 

Q.—Of the whole tree ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Regardless of ihe length of it 2 

A.—Yes, of course you would have to use your own judgment. 

Mr. MoOran: It is a matter of judgment ? 

A.—Yes. | 

@.—And judgment must be gained largely by experience. A man has 
to know something about these things from experianngl? 

A.—Yes, something. 

Mr. Warxer: After the tree fell they Pel cipt often cut away the rotted 
length and leave it there ? 

A.—Yes, 

Mr, Freravson: When you found a tree left and not taken away there 
would be no difficulty in finding how far the rot went in that tree because it 
was there for you to see? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—But when it is not there it is a pure matter of guessing by an in- 
experienced boy like yourself ? 

A.—WNo. 
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@.—What experience had you had in guessing on a butt and top scale 


before you did this work ? 





A.—I had been in the bush before and had some experience at trees. 
Q.—What experience had you had at butt and top measurement before 


you did this work on the Shevlin Clarke limits? Had: you ever done that 
sort of work petore ? 

A.—No but I had had other experience that would help me in that. 

@.—What other experience ? 

‘\.—Working in the woods, cruising. 

().-—Where did you cruise ? 

\.—I cruised in the Rouge woods. 

().— How long did you cruise there ? 

A.—About three and a half months. 

Q.—What were you doing there ? 

A.---I was measuring and tallying. 

Q.—Helping your father? 

A.— Yes. 

().— Measuring trees that were cut or standing ? 

A.—Standing. 

Q.—None that were cut? 

A.—WNo. 

@.—You couldn’t tell yourself whether there was any rot in the trees 
or not? 

A.—No, not to any extent. 

@.—And yet that was your experience for judging timber on a butt and 
top scale on the Shevlin Clarke limits? 


how 


A.—Yes, that and some more. : 
Hon. Mr. Douerty: Did you ever have any experience in a saw-mill? 
A.—No, I never did. 

Q.—Ever spend any time in a saw-mill? 

A.—WNo. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: Did you ever look into a saw-mill? 

A.—Yes, 

Mr. Watson: Is your father an experienced culler ? 

A.—Yes., , 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: For how many years? 

A.—My father has been in the culling business all his life. 

Mr. Warson: Did he keep a pretty close tab on you and teach you 
to do this job? 

A.—He did, yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: He taught you in three and a half months what 


he has spent his whole life learning ? : 


A.—He didn’t teach me all. 

Mr. McCrar: Did you measure from the butt to where the top lies? 
A.—Yes—well, you allow three to four feet for jump. 

Q.—How much did you allow on a side hill. After a tree has fallen it 


sometimes goes more than two or three feet ? 


A.—TIf it has jumped very much we allowed for that. 
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How. Mr. Mrurzs: What other experience have you had besides the 
three and a half months you have just referred to? 

A.—Besides that I was up in the Kenojevis. 

Q.—Working for whom ? 

A.—The Riordan people. 

Q.—Anywhere else ? 

A.—Yes, on the Pettawawa River. 

Q.—How long were you there? 

A.—Two or three weeks, and on the Kipper lake. 

Q.—How long there ? 

A.—Five or six weeks. 

Hon. Mr. Fercusox: What were you doing on the Kipper lake area‘ 

A.—Cruising. | 

Q.—Who with ? 

A.—My father. 

Q.—What was your part of the job? 

A.—I was tallying. 

Q.—What was going down on the tally? 

A.—The standing timber. The number of trees and their size. 

Q.—You took the size, what your father said. He was the cruiser and 
you tallied whatever he said ? | 

A.—No, they were measuring. 

Mr. McCrar: You don’t want to tell this Committee you are an eX 
perienced timber cruiser? 

A.—No, but I have had some experience. 

Q.—Experience around with your father when he has been doing a 
job, when he has been making a scale. 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: How much time have you spent with vour father in this 
way @ 

A.—Oh probably six or seven months. 

Q.—Were you brought up in the bush? 

A.—No. 


Mr. McCraz: You have just finished writing an examination at 


McGill ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You do not intend to make the timber business your life work? 
A.—No. 


How. Mr. Ferauson: Just a question or two—you didn’t make out 
your own account ¢ 

A.—No. | 

Q.—You didn’t have anything to do with it? 

A.—I saw it was right. 

Q.—You made a bargain as to how much you were to get? 

A.—There was no amount mentioned, I left it to father. I knew bi 
would give me what I was worth. | 

Q.—When did you find out what he was giving you, after the jo 
was done ? | 

A.—Yes, when I was leaving. 


| 
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Q.—You found out when you were leaving that you were getting 
$710.43 for your time and expenses ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In the meantime you had got $100 from your father ? 

A.—That was when I was leaving. 

ae the job was finished, you got nothing up to that time? 

—No. 

Q.—Your father was paying whatever expenses there were up to that 
time ? . 

A.—There were no expenses. 

Q.—Then your father had to give you a balance of $610.43? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In a lump? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—With his own check ? 

A.—It was his check yes. 

Q.—Signed D. B. Rochester 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—It was on his account with the Government? 

A.—It was his check, yes. 

Q.—Was there anything on the check to show it was a Government 
check ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—It was just D. B. Rochester’s personal check 4 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—He paid you the $610.43 balance ? 

A.—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Mitis: Was that the same method he paid the other men too? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Has your brother L. R. Rochester had more experience that you 
have had? Have you had as much experience as he has had ? 

A.—I don’t know. He would be able to tell you better. 

Q.—Don't you know your brother pretty well ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Does he live at home? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And don’t you know his movements pretty well during the summer ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And do you mean to tell us you don’t know whether he has had any 
more experience in the bush than you have had ¢ 

Objection was taken to the form of this question but Mr. Ferguson re- 
peated his question. 

Hox. Mr. Ferauson: Have you had as much experience as your 
brother L. R. Rochester ? 

A.—Yes, I think perhaps I have. 

Q.—Then tell me, why was he paid $200 a month and you only 
$175.00 2 

A.—I had nothing at all to do with what they were paid. 

Mr. Watson: Do you know what experience your brother has had ? 
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A.—No, not—no. 

Q.—Then how can you compare your experience with his? 

A.—Just the summers he has been away. I Seek think he has had 
any more, 

Hon. Mr. Frravson: You have lived together all your lives at home? 

A.—Yes. » 


Q.—And you know one another’s pursuits and hobbies, comings and 


goings ¢ 
A.—Yes. 4 
Q.—And you would know where he was going and what he was going to 
do? : 
A.—Yes. 


How. Mr. Donerry: How many times have you spent out in the bush — 


with your brother ? 

A.—I was never out with my brother. 

Q.—Then how would you know his experience if you were not out in the 
bush with him ? 

A.—For that matter I don’t know. 





Q.—You were not culling in the bush with him and you don’t know — 


whether he was experienced or not? 


Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Would you know whether the jobs he had during © 


the summer were bush jobs or not? 


A.—Yes. 
@.—And you would know how long he was away ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And from that knowledge of yours you say that he has had no more 
experience that you have had ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCran: He was not out with you when your father was using 
you on the different cruises, your brother was not along? 

A.—No. 

Q.—As a matter of fact, you have been out more with your father than 
your brother has? 

A.—Yes, I think perhaps I have. 

Q-—And you are the most experienced man of the family as far as 
going out with your father is concerned ? 

A.—I would not say that. 

Q.—Who has had more? 

A.—My brother B. C. has been out with him several times. 


Q.—Does he know most about the timber business as far as the Roches- 


ter boys are concerned ? 

A.—I cannot say that he knows the most. 

Q.—Hon. Mr Frrevson: Did you make out any memorandum or 
account of any kind in connection with wages or time? 


A.—No. 
(Q.—Who kept track of your time, yourself? 
A.—WNo. 


Q.—You hadn’t any timekeeper on the job? 
A.—No. 
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@.—You don’t know who kept track of the time ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—When the account was made up you accepted it? 

A.—I came there on a certain date and I left on a certain date and I 
was there every day in between. 

Q.—Who presented the account to you? 

A.—TI don’t remember. 

Q.—Did you sign or certify to anything ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Before whom ? 

A.—I don’t remember. 

Q.—Somebody presented something to you in the way of an account 
and you certified it was correct? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who would that be turned into? 

A.—My father. 

Q.—So that your time was kept track of by your father ? 

A.—No; by whoever was making up the books. JI think my brother 
looked after the money. I do not know how the men’s time was kept. I had 
nothing to do with that whatever. 

How. Mr. Feravson: Is that your signature ? 

A.—W. L., yes. 

Q.—That is a receipt for $57.55 for railway fare berth and expenses 
Ottawa to Fort Frances, dated June 17, 1920. That appears to be the only 
receipt or document you signed, according to these accounts. That is the 
only one here. Are you quite sure you signed anything other than that? 

A.—I think I signed a receipt for wages at the end. 

Q.—That would be to your father ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCraz: Did you see any of these departmental papers showing 
the time per day in connection with this work, on the job? 

A.—I say that I didn’t have anything to do with that. 

Q.—Did you see this? 

A.—TI think T saw that. 

Q.—Did you see any sheets of that sort kept in the bush while this 
work was going on ? : 

A.—Tf it comes down to that I cannot say I did. 

Mr. Totmre: Did IT understand you to say that you checked up your 
account to say it was right ? 

A.—Yes I went over it. 

~ Q—Then you must have known how much you were getting. When 
you started you knew then ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. McCraz: Your father made a bargain for you and you had no- 
thing to say about it? 

A.—He paid me what I was entitled to. 

Q.—You don’t know how the amount was arrived at? You had no- 
thing to show how long you were on the work yourself ? 


A.—No. 


Hon. Mr. Bowman: You have nothing to show any more than the time 
you were in? 

A.—No. I want to say this, the lowest wages being paid there was 
$150 per month. I was working on the books, and men received that who 
were working as helpers. I started at seven and worked to five. I was 
working on the books and I had to check off their cards, and I was working from 
eight to nine o’clock every night, and besides that I was working on Sundays 
and all other days. After I left they put on a bookkeeper at $200 a month, 
and his work had to be checked over. I think my work went to the auditors 
and they found it was correct. They said they didn’t need to go over it any. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: How many cullers did you keep a check on? 

A.—I think eight or nine. 

Q.—When did you do the measuring ? 

A.—That was a week or two before I took over the books. 

Q.—Your estimating was a week or two in the early stages. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You didn’t work in the bush after that? 


As—No. 
Q.—Your work became that of bookkeeper ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Did you know Doorley? Did you work with him? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know anything about his experience in the bush ! 

A.—No, I do not. 

Mr. Warson: Did your father ever check up any of your work as a 
culler or anybody else’s work ? 

A.—The foreman was going around all the time. 


Q.—Who was he ? 


A.—O’Brien. 
Q.—He was an experienced man ? 
== Os, 


Q.—Did he check up the work of the cullers ? 

A.—Yes. He was going around all the time to see if anything was 
missed. We marked every stump and anyone going around afterward could 
see what was taken and what was not. He would go around and see what 
was taken. 

Q:—He would go around and see what they were doing? 

A.—Yes. 

Hox. Mr. Feravson: What you tell us is that you found a stump and 
measured that, and then looked around to find where the top was? 

A.—Yes. You could tell where the tree was, you could tell by the 
way it was cut where it was falling. 

Q.—You measured from the stump to the top, and made an estimate 
on that basis ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that is the report that went into the Government in connection 
with measurements ? 

A.—Yes. : . i) 


The witness was then excused. 


| 
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L. B. Rochester called and sworn. 

Mr. McCran: Where do you live Mr. Rochester ? 

A.—In Ottawa. 

@.—Are you the L. B. Rochester mentioned in the Public Accounts as 
having drawn $511.45 ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q. 35.30 and travelling expenses of $68.15? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—You are down there for that money for giving your services as a 
culler. Are you a culler ? 

A.—No Sir, I am not, that is a mistake. 

Q.—You were working under your father on the Shevlin-Clarke Limits ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He appointed you when? 

A.—TI was out on a mining trip at the time in the West, and I had 
been in correspondence with him, and he said if I was not engaged, if I had 
not got a position up there, there was a position open for me, with the party 
going up to investigate these limits. 

Q.—And you were to come down if there was nothing doing in the West ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And when you got that word to come down and went on, it was at 
how much per month? 

A.—I was to get $200 per month while I was on the work there. 

Q.—$200 was the price you were to get? 

A.—Yes, - 

Q.—And expenses ? 

A.—Yes, although when I was engaged, I do not think there was any 
mention of price made at all. 

Q.—Was this $200 per month and travelling expenses fixed before you 
went on the work, or fixed after the work was over? 

A.—No stipulation was made as to the amount of money I was getting. 

Q.—How much money did you draw before you left the work ? 

A.—That I cannot say. The account is in there. 

Q.—You got this when the job was over? 

A.—Yes, if I remember right, I got that when the job was over. 

Q.— Oe did you pay for IO 

A.—That was furnished. You see there was a party, and we had a 
cook and brought supplies there. 

Q.—So your wages of $200 per month were over and above expenses ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Bowman: Were you working for the Timber Commission or Mr. 
Rowell at this time ? 

A.—That I understood was for the Timber Commission. 

Q.—Under whom ? 

A.—Mr. Harding’? : 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Were you under Mr, Harding? 

A.—I understood so, Mr. Harding was the lawyer in charge. 

Mr. McCrar: It was Mr. Harding who directed this arrangement in 
1920 ? 
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A.—Yes, he was the lawyer in Toronto. At least he undertook the 
case for the Timber Commission in Fort Frances. 


@.—He was the man you understood was giving instructions as to — 


what was to be done? 
A.—Yes, 
Q.—What is your occupation ? 
A.—Mining Engineer. 
Q.—When did you graduate ? 
A.—I graduated from McGill. in 1921. 
Q.—What is your age? 
A.—Twenty-nine. 
@.—You are not a culler? 


A.—wNo. 


Q.—Had you ever done butt and top measurement before this Shevlin- — 


Clarke case ? 
A.—I never did. 
Q.—And that was the work you were doing in there this summer ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—What work were you doing, what was your job? 





z 
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we 


A.—I worked as a culler for about three days, and my brother was on | 


for a week as a culler. He was measuring butts and tops. That was on — 
the Rat Portage limits, comprising part of the limits of the Shelvin-Clarke 


limits, and it had no bearing at all on the case which came up. 
Q.—What work did you do after you had done three days culling? 


A.—I was helping with the computing of the results as they came in, — 


and we found it necessary to survey a berth up there. The map we had was 
not in sufficient. detail. 
Q.—You had charge of that work? 
A.—Yes, there were two of us, my brother and I, who were surveyors. 
Q.—Are you an Ontario Land Surveyor ? 
A.—No, but that is part of our training. 
aed are in the same position as a man who has passed a medical 


examination at the University, and still has to take his Council before being i 


admitted to practice ? 
A.—Something along that line. 
Hon. Mr. Frrauson: How long were you surveying ? 


A.—Ten days. 


time ? 
A.—I was helping with the books. 
Q.—You were assisting your brother who was just in the box? 
A.—We were both working on them. 
Q.—So there were two bookkeepers ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did you work as long hours as he did? 


Q.—And three days culling? What were you doing the rest of the 


A.—Yes. Our work was not confined to any hours at all. You had tha 


work to do when the men came in at night. It was necessary to enter the 
results on their cards in the book for reference, as the ecards ‘might be lost. 
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Sometimes we would not get through before half past eight. That was not 
Bnfined to the week, it was on Sunday too. 


Q.—There were eight men working? 


ie _ A.—Eight parties. 


Q.—You did the checking up for eight parties ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And the daily cards kept you busy all day and up to eight or nine 
at night ? 


A.—Yes. When you take into consideration the fact that there are 
probably ninety thousand trees in that vicinity. , That means ninety thou- 
sand measurements, and as each tree had to be computed separately, it gives 
i an idea of the amount of work. 

Q.—Was your work computing or merely transferring the cards to the 


| eke 2 


A.—Transferring and computing. 
Q.—After the work was done in the bush by the men? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—After the work was done and allowance made for the defects and all 
that sort of thing, to preserve it you transferred it into the books ? 
A.—Yes. 
. Q.—And that was your job? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—And the rest of the time, except the thirteen days you spoke of you 
were doing that work? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—What became of the original records, the cards brought in by the 
men @ 
A.—TI think Mr. McMillan has those at present, either Mr. McMillan or 
Harding. They can be got at any time. 
Then this is the scale that Mr. Harbinson said was so badly mixed 
up he could not make head or tail of it? 
A.—I do not know whether it was or not. 
Q.—That came out in evidence, they put Harbinson in the box to give 


evidence, and his statement was that this scale which cost $34,000 was 
_ practically valueless ? 


A.—I do not know anything about that. . 
Q.—This is the scale he was referring to: This was the only scale made ? 
A.—Yes. 
_ Mr. Warson: Do you absolutely know it was? 
A.—No I don’t, but it was the only scale going on. 
Mr. McCrae: You are satisfied in your own mind that this is the case 
it had reference to? 
| A.—Yes. 


Q.—You do not make any profession of being an expert cruiser or culler 


in the woods? 


A.—No, but I have had a certain amount of experience. 

Q Yon have been out with your brother at different times ? 

A.—No, this is the first time I have been out with him. 

Hon. Mr. DoHERTY: Did you have any work to do in connection with 
8—J-22-v2. 
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this case that you considered you were too inexperienced to do, or that with 
more experience you would have done better or more efficiently ? 
—No. 
Q.—You did not do any work but what you were perfectly competent to 
do? 


A.—Yes, 

Q.—It was a matter of average common sense ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And engineering training? 

A.—Yes. 


Mr. Warson: You do not consider a culler’s job requires many years’ 
training ? 

A.—I do to a certain extent. He has to know his job all right. 

Hoy. Mr. Fercuson: You think this job of culling didn’t require any 
experience ? | 

A.—Yes [ did. 

Mr. McOraz: Did you have that experience? 

A.—TI did not do any culling, I had nothing to do with that at all, it 
was merely the computing. i 

- Hon. Mr. Donerty: And that was Engineers’ work, mathematical 


work ? q 
Au Ves, ; 
Mr. McCrae: You worked three days at it? ] 
A.—Yes, but it had no bearing on the case at all. 2 


Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Why did you quit? : 

A.—Because on a job like that, you are finding out something all the 
time. You found out that everything you did is open to question, so that 
subsequent to that time, qualified cullers were in charge of our party. : 

Q.—Why did you quit in August ? 

A.—I had to go back to College. 

Q.—yYour brother went on till September ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. MoCraz: Do you know Knechtel? 

A.—Yes I know him. 

Q.—He is a student at Queen’s? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was he out counting stumps? 

A.—yYes he was an assistant. 

Q.—To whom ? 

A.—I don’t just recollect, to a culler. 

How. Mr. Fercuson: You can’t remember who Knechtel was with, and 
yet you were checking the tally over every night ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—You can’t tell who he was out with? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know who you were out with ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who ? 


A.—Bob O’Brien. 
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Q.—He was in charge and you were assistant ? 
Mr. McCraz: Did you see any of these sheets of the Department of 


Lands on the job while you were there? 


A.—No I do not think I did. It was not hard keeping a man’s time. 


_He came up at a certain date, and was working to the time he left, and his 
time was easy to compute. 


Q.—Will you look at this time sheet sent in to the Government for all 


| this money, and tell me whether on that, there is any man’s time marked 


down as he worked? 
A.—I can point to one man’s time. I arrived on the first of June, my 


time started on the first of J une, and ended on the 5th of August I think 
it was. } 


Q.—Show me where it is, where the time sheet is marked ? 
A.—Just the time of starting and the time of finishing. 
Q.—These sheets produced and sent into the Crown are certified to and 


dated at Ottawa the 14th day of April 1921. That is where they were made 
out as far as you know? 


A.—I do not know anything about that part of it at all. I had left 
long before that. 


Hon. Mr. Frerevson: They appear to have been made out at Ottawa in 


April 1991 7 


A.—Yes. 
Mr. Jonnstron (Simcoe): Were you engaged as a culler? 
A.—No. 


Mr. Frerevson: Then why did they put you at culling? 
A.—I was there only three days. 
Mr. McCrazn: Do you know why you were represented to the Govern- 


ment and to the Department as a culler ? 


A.—I do not know unless it was due to the fact that I was getting the 
same, $200 a month. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: When you were engaged, what were you engaged 
to do? 

A.—I was just told that a position was open for me. 

Q.—Your father told the different members of the family that there 
was a job open to you all? 

A.—No he didn’t. 

Q.—At any rate, he got you all together? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You were to be fitted in to some job when you got there? 

A.—No not exactly, if we had not been qualified to carry on there, we 


would not have held the position. 


Hon. Mr. Smirn: Your father wanted somebody who was competent? 
A.—Yes. tw 
Mr. Jounston: From your knowledge of this kind of work, is it cus- 


_ tomary to employ assistants such as you. 


A.—Yeg it is. 

Mr. Macrav: Did I understand you to say you were assisting a culler? 
A.—No I was not. 

Mr. Watson: Was any of your work as a culler checked up by any one? 






Apprnpix No. 2. 









A.—Yes it has. been. 
Q.—By whom? . | 
A.—It is on the cards, which can be got. It was checked up by some 
one, 

Q.—By your father ? 

A.—Yes. ° , 

Mr. McOraz: How was it checked? Was the work of culling checked, 
or were the figures you arrived at checked ¢ @ 

Mr. Warsow: Did any one ever go into the bush and go over your work, 
and say that is right? @ 

A.—I do not think they did, but I was with O’Brien, and he is an old 
timber man. es 
Q.—You were with him ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And you checked your figures together? S 
A.—Yes. 3 


Mr. McCraz: Did you check your figures together. Tsn’t this the way 
it was done? You probably measured the top and he measured: the butt, and 
he yelled an observation to you and you put it down. That is the first 





operation 4 : 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—What the chairman means, did any one go over the work and see 
that has been done, the actual figures on the work ? 


A.—The figures were gone over by Mr. Harbinson. ‘| 
Q.—Did somebody go over and re-measure the trees and do the wor. 


A 
Re 


A.—No I don’t think so. ¥ 


The witness was then excused. 


B. C. Rochester called and sworn. @g 


' 


-Mr. McCraz: You were B.C. Rochester, who drew $1,090 according 
to the Public Accounts ? } 


A.—Yes. | 
Q.—Where do you live? = | 


A.—Ottawa. | 
Q.—What is your occupation ¢ = | 
A.—J am going to McGill at the present time. 
Q.—What year do you graduate ? | 
A.—I graduate in 1923. 
Q.—You are going through for what ! | 
A.—An electrical engineer. ; rf | 
Q.—You have been a student all your life, except whatever work yo. 

were doing in the summer periods ? | | 
A.—Well I was overseas three years. 
Q.—But apart from that? 


p 
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by A.—Yes. 
 Q-You were working on the Shevlin Clarke Limits in 1920 with 


your brothers ? 







aes, 

Q.—Under the supervision of your father? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are you a qualified culler ? 

A.—No, 


Q.—You have never done culling before 1920? 
A.—I have never done any culling ai all. , 
| Q.—Do you know how it is your name appears in the Public Accounts 
of an ack as being paid $200 per month for services as a culler? 
| No. | 
Q.—You had nothing to do with making representations of that sort ? 
A.—No. 
Q.—You went to work about the 28th of May? 
A.—Yes, 
Q.—What work did you do, Mr. Rochester ? 
A.—When I first went up, I was out helping one of the cullers as a 
\helper, and then I was with my brother on survey work, and after that, I was 
working on the books and making out reports. I made up all the reports 
that went to Mr. Harding and the Timber Commission. 
Q.—Which of you three brothers is the one who had the responsibility 
ot making out the reports? Was it you? 
A.—I made out the detailed reports put before the Timber Commission 
at Fort Frances. 
Q.—Where did you get that information? 
A.—It came out of the books kept in the woods. 
Q.—By whom? 
A.—They were kept by Lloyd and myself. 
Q.—And the final analysis was made by you and supplied by the 
Timber Commission ? 
' Mr. Ferevson: You mean by you and your two brothers ¢ 
| A.—You couldn’t work steadily on the books all the time. We used 
to take a day off and go out in the bush as helpers. Tt was too much 
of a good thing to sit in the tent all the time in the heat. We would take a 
day off during the week and go out and help. 
| Q.—Did you work on Sundays? 
A.—We did. 
Q.—What will your uncle say about that? 
. A.—We haven’t told him about it. 
Q.—Who kept the time of the men? 
A.—I believe my brother kept the time, That is L. B. 
| Q.—He has told us he had never seen any of these Departmental time 
sheets in there. Did you ever see those? 
A.—Yes. 
| Q.—Take a look at them, and tell us whether they were made up as 
the work went on or were written up after the work was over. 
A.—I cannot say, I do not know. 
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Mr. Maczau: I supposed you kept the time? 

A.—There wasn’t much time to keep. You went up at a certain time, | 
and you came back at a certain time. Rainy days or not, everybody gets ‘ 
paid whether they work or not. i 

Mr. McCraz: Was the time kept in a regular time book? 

A.—Yes. 3 

Q.—Did you ever see the time book ? 3 

A—Yes. ; 

Q.—I thought your brother said there was no regular time book @ ; 

A.—There was a book that said B. C. cante up on May 8th, and was — 
there until such and such a day. If you got any money during the time, if 
any money was advanced it was entered in the book and when a man went 
away, it was checked up, and his time from such and such a day calculated 
and the amount he had been given was deducted. 

Q.—There was no regular daily time book, you just kept an account? — 
You had no regular time book and entered the time from day to day % 

A.—No. There was a diary kept to show the money advanced but 
as far as I know, no time was kept from day to day. | 

Mr. Hirz: Have you been out in a logging camp? 





A.—No, but I have been in the woods. 

Q.—Do you know the duties of a shanty clerk? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Your duty was the filling in the forms as the returns were brought 
to you? . 


A.—Yes, and computing the results. 

Q.—Taking it off the cards the men brought in? 

A.—Yes, I did not do any culling. 

Q.—You would be doing just what the clerk in the shanty does? 
A.—I do not know what a shanty clerk does. | 

Mr. McCrar: Who fixed the rate of wages, Mr. Rochester ? 
A.—It was the Dad. He said “It depends on what work you do.” 
Q.—When did you know you were getting $200 a month? 
A.—After I started as surveyor and making out these reports 
Q.— He told you he would give you $200 a month ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And settled with you with his own check the same as your brother! 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Fercuson: Have you any more brothers than the two ? 
A.—No, that is all. 
The witness was then excused. 





Mr, James Haverson, K.C., called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Lennox. 


Q.—Mr. Haverson, you are a barrister and solicitor practising in the 
city of Toronto ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q—Do you know a firm by the name of the United Shippers? 

A.--I do. 
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Q.—And they carry on business where ? 
A.—Winnipeg and Rainy River, 
Q.—What is their business ? 
A.—In Winnipeg they were Government vendors of liquor under the 
_ Manitoba Temperance Act. 
: Q.—What was your connection with that firm ? 
A.—Well, they were vendorg in Manitoba, and when. the Manitoba 
_ people changed their system to the same as we did and the Government went 
into the business, they had a large quantity of liquor there which the Gov- 
ernment did not buy. They shipped it down to Ontario, to Rainy River, 
in two cars. Some time in the early part of July or the latter part of June. 
When it got down to Rainy River, Ontario Government officials seized the 
two cars, and took proceedings under the Ontario Temperance Act to con- 
fiseate the liquor. The case was tried, before Police Magistrate Hollins 
and the prosecution was dismissed. Thereupon, it became the duty, I think 
anybody will conceive, under the Ontario Temperance Act, to hand back 
the liquor to the people they took it from. They did not do that, and pro- 
ceedings were taken by the United Shippers to compel its delivery, and an 
| appeal was taken by the Provincial authorities to reverse the judgment of 
the Police Magistrate. I entered into some negotiations with the authorities 
here. 

Mr. Fercuson: Who were they? 
| A.—The License Board. 
| Q.—Who did you see? 

A.—Mr. Hales and others, I saw, and they came to the conclusion that 
| it was not wise to go any further with the Appeal, and they arranged to 
have it withdrawn. 

Mr. Lennox: That is the Department did? 

A.—Yes. The case however came on before that telegram came to the 
authorities, to the prosecutor at Rainy River. The judge was there, and 
everybody was ready to proceed when this telegram was shown and the 
appeal was taken by the Provincial authorities to reverse the judgment of 
_ the Police Magistrate. 
| Q.—What was the result of the appeal ? 

A.—It was dismissed, and the liquor ordered to be returned to these 
people, but it was not. 

| Q.—Where did the appeal come up. At Osgoode Hall? 

| A.—No. It came up at Fort Frances. 

Q.—Before the District Judge? 

| A.—yYes. Then there was an action brought in the meantime, because 
that the United Shippers took the attitude that when a prosecution was 
_ dismissed the liquor should be returned, and they took that attitude and 
_ an action was brought against the Government. 

Q.—Against whom ? 

A.—The constables and the authorities that had seized it. That was 
compromised by the action being dismissed and by the payment of costs 
and all the liquor being sent back. Well it took a long time after that to get 
it back. There was something like $800 odd paid for demurrage and police 
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protection and freight running it up and down between Fort Frances and 
Rainy River. | 

Q.—Paid by whom? 

A.—By the Department, and they Bind the costs. 

Q.—Amounting to what? 

A.—Four hundred dollars. 

Q.—So that was between twelve and thirteen hundred dollars in all? 

A.—No, about nine hundred. Then ultimately the liquor was delivered 
by the Department out from the car and checked out into a warehouse. ‘ 

Q.—Where. qj 

A.—In Rainy River. | 

Q.—Into whose custody? . 1, 

A.—The United Shippers. Then they got possession of the liquor and 
went on disposing of it, and they continued until some time in the end of 
November, when it was again seized, this time in the warehouse of the 
United Shee: 

Q.—Is this the warehouse it was put in at the request of the Gover 
ment ¢ 

A.—Not at their request, at the Shippers’ request. They checked it 
out. They had seized a large quantity of liquor and naturally as they 
wanted to use the stuff they had seized, it had gone back again. I am not 
saying the Department was in any way responsible for where the liquor. 
went, but the liquor was put into the warehouse. They went on and sold 
quite a large portion of it, and then as I said, in the end of November, it 
was seized again, this same liquor. é 

Q.—Seized by whom ? ‘ 

A.—By the Provincial authorities. A similar seizure had been made 
in Windsor of liquor owned by a concern called the Essex Export Co. but the 
difference between that seizure and this was that whereas in the Essex case 
one single bottle was seized. In the United Shippers’ case, there was over fifty 
thousand dollars of it seized. It didn’t make any Aiftéretes in the Essex case 
if it was never tried, but it made a great deal of difference to the United 
Shippers, because the liquor and all their business was tied up. I started 
then some negotiations with Mr. Hales, 

Q.—Chairman of the License Board ? 

A.—Yes. And he admitted frankly enough that it didn’t seem exactly 
right to seize one bottle of one concern and hold fifty thousand dollars 
of another. Well then, these negotiations were not very satisfactory, and 
the local Solicitor of the United Shippers people come down here. 

Q.—Who was he? 

A.—A man called Green of Winnipeg. He came down here and he: 
and I together had am interview with Mr. Hales towards releasing the 
liquor anid trying the question afterwards if they liked, but we could not’ 
make any headway, the Green went back to Winnipeg, arriving there on 
Christmas day, without having achieved ‘anything, for which he was sorry,’ 
and I said I was. Well that remained then during the Christmas holidays.’ 
Nothing could be done. Then on the 8rd of January, Mr. Hales rang me up 
by telephone, and he said to me that he would be disposed, if we would | 


| 
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take this liquor to British Columbia in one consignment to drop the whole 


| matter, and I thought here is a happy issue of all our difficulties, and I tele- 


graphed Green to that, effect, and on the same day I wrote him a letter, 
and this letter is exactly the position of affairs on the 8rd of January. This 
is the letter I wrote. 

My dear Green: 

I am sorry that I was unable to make very much progress during the 
holidays, but it seemed impossible to get in touch with anybody. However, 
this morning I had a conversation with Hales and he authorized me to 
send the wire which I sent you this morning. 

He is disposed: to allow the liquor to be released on condition that it is 
sent at once to British Columbia, and the business discontinued. Of course 
there is no way now to continue that business as you are aware on anything 
but an illegal basis, and you have assured me that your clients have no wish 
to conduct such a business. 

Hales, still persists that part of the liquor comes back here, and I suppose 
will continue to think so to the end. Neither you nor I can make him think 
otherwise and I do not know the source of his information. I think a very 


great deal of responsibility attaches to advising what should be done under 


the circumstances. 

_ I think I would be disposed to agree to this proposition. There is 
always a risk of litigation and it does not seem to me that we will get at the 
end of this litigation in a hurry. I do not know the situation as well as you 
do and must therefore leave the matter with you. The same proposition of 
course would govern in the Kenora case, which I assume you control. Dio 
you $ 

I expect an answer to my wire long before this reaches you and I do 
not know that this letter adds very much to the wire, but give the matter 
your consideration, and I will carry out whatever you say to the best of my 
ability.” 

Q.—Where did the trial take place, the Magistrate’s trial ? 

A.—The Magistrate’s trial didn’t take place until long after that letter 
was written. 

Q.—Did Mr. Hales tell you to ship to British Columbia? Did I 
understand you to say that he suggested or said “Why not ship to British 
Columbia.” 

A.— Yes, 

().—He said that? 

A.—Yes, and I don’t think he disputes that. 

Q.—I understood him to say the other day that he didn’t. 

A.—No that is not fair to Mr. Hales, because that is not true. The 
answer to that letter was this, that they had had difficulty in getting their 
people together, and that Mr. Frankfurter, the President of the Company 
-would come down to see me, and meet me at the King Edward Hotel on the 
following Sunday night. I went down to the King Edward that night and 
had dinner and discussed this situation, and the next day we came up and 
saw Mr. Hales. Now that was the first time that anybody from the North 
had discussed the proposition with Mr. Hales or anybody else. He came up, 
and we had a long conversation and the British Columbia proposition was 
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threshed out in every way. Mr. Hales tells me, that at the same time it was 
mentioned that it might be sent to Quebec. Well, all I can say is that if any 
such thing was said, I have no recollection of it, but it would not have made 
any difference. There was only one place in my mind, and that was British 
Columbia, and what I wanted was to get rid of the stuff. 

@.—What about the States? Was that suggested ? 

A.—Why that was where we wanted it sent. 

Q.—Wouldn’t they let it go there? 

A.—No, that was the trouble, and for reasons I could never understand 


and do not understand now, Mr. Raney once put it to me that his every view — 


point on life is different from mine, which I believe is true, and I think that 
is the trouble now. And Mr, Hales adopts the same viewpoint as Mr. Raney, 
and that is that the liquor should not be sent to the United States, and I 
think it should, and I had Chief Justice Meredith agree with me in a written 
judgment, when he said that we should do as St. Patrick did with the 
snakes, and send it out of the country. The reason given was this, and I 


think I have seen it publicly stated by both Mr. Hales and Mr. Raney, that 
they had given some sort of pledge from somebody that they would do 
what they could to stop the export of liquor to the United States, — 


in which I have no doubt there are people’ who would agree with 
them. I do not. And so there was no use in talking about the States. It 
had to be Quebec or British Columbia, and I said, ““Why debauch British 
Columbia to save the Yankees and I have never yet got an answer to that from 
anybody, either from Mr. Raney or Mr. Hales, or anybody else. 

Mr. Raney: Would you think the idea was that in both Quebec and 
British Columbia that liquor could be sold legally, and the idea was to 
dispose of the liquor to the Government of British Columbia or the Govern- 
ment of Quebec ? 

A.—Now you have the idea exactly. 

Mr. Watxer: Then why did you speak of it as debauching ? 

A.—That all depends on a man’s view point. I do not care whether 
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you debauch people or not. I let people look after themselves. I am not my — 


brother’s keeper, never wag and never will be. 

Q.—Is that what liquor usually does? 

A.—I do not know. I do not use liquor at all and never have, Any- 
way, that was the proposition and it failed. Then the prosecution went on 
and it was dismissed and still the liquor was kept. There was an appeal 
by the authorities and that was dismissed, and still they have the liquor, not- 
withstanding that the Statutes say it shall be returned. 

Mr. Lennox: Is the liquor still in their possession ? 


A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCran: Haven’t you got the liquor yet ? 
A.—No. 

Q.—lIs it still under their protection ? 

A.—Yes, | 


@.—At their expense ? 

A.—I suppose so. 

@.—And in every court the Company has succeeded. 
A.—Yes, 
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Q.—Why don’t they give it up ? 

A.—Ask Mr. Raney and he will tell you, I don’t know. 

Mr. Frereuson: Did you ever ask him? 

A.—Yes. ! 

Q.—What did he say ? 

A.—“We are going to appeal.” 

Mr. Lennox: Appeal again ? 

A—Yes. | . 

Q.—Have you the evidence taken in that case? 

A.—I do not care about using that evidence unless compelled. When 
this thing was exploited in the House, I thought “I am getting myself in a 
serious position. People will say, what is the use of asking Haverson to 
do anything for them, the first thing you know it is brought up in the 
House.” As a matter of fact, on the files of the Department, you will find 
all of that evidence. All this was given in proceedings before the Magistrate, 
after it had occurred, and all before I had said a word to you about it. 

Q.—Let me have a copy of that evidence if you have it. 

A.—All there is in this is the mere fact that a proposition had been 
made and declined. 

Q.—Turn to that part of the evidence that refers to the proposition. 
| This evidence you say is on file with the Department ? 

| A.—Yes. 
Q.—What page is it? 
A.—On page 32 of this evidence. 
Q.—I am reading from the evidence. ‘Did you receive some proposition 
_ from Mr. Hales in reference to the liquor that is under seizure now in this 
action ? 
| A.—Yes I did.” 

Mr. Lennox: Who is giving evidence. 

A.—That is Mr. Frankfurter. 

@.—Who is he? 

A.—The president of the Company. 

Q.—And the trial took place before whom ? 

A.—Before Magistrate Hollands at Fort Frances. 

Q.—I see the trial took place on the 3rd of February of this year. Who 
represented the Crown ? . 

A.—Mr. Murray of Toronto was there for the Crown. 

Q.—-And the defense ? 
| A.—The defense was represented by, Mr. Green and’ a local solicitor. 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: I am not raising an objection, but this isn’t 
evidence. If this man’s story is to be taken before the Committee, he should 
be here. 

Mr. Lennox: I wanted to save time. You can bring him here if you 
want, to. . 

Mr. Raney: I don’t want to bring him here. 

Mr. Lennox: This is from Mr. Frankfurter’s evidence. He is asked 
“Did you receive some proposition from Mr. Hales in reference to the liquor 
that is under seizure now in this action. A.—Yes I did. Q.—And as a result 
of the proposition did you go to Toronto? A.—Onur solicitor down here did. 
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Q.—Mr. Haverson? A.—No. Mr. George.” Now coming down here to 
page 37 of the evidence given by My. Frankfurter. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: Is this something said to him by Mr. George? 

Mr. Lennox: No by Hales. (Reading) “What was Hales proposition. 
Mr. Frankfurter. He offered that I ship all these goods to British Columbia ~ 
and he would drop all prosecutions against us and any others that were 
intended. Q.—And when you offered to export them to the United States? 
_  A—He absolutely mato to alow it He said he had given his word, | 
and so had Mr. Raney, and he certainly was going to by some means or other, 
stop the export to United States.” 

Mr. Haverson: Now then I think that is all I know about it. Of 
course I did say, what is the good of sending it to British Columbia. It can 
be shipped to United States, I suppose from there. 

Q.—That is page 37 read from? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That refers to whom ? 

A.—That is a conversation between Hales and Frankfurter. I may 
say that evidence was objected to, and I do not think it should have been 
used, : 

Mr. Lennox: It is under oath, anyway. (Reading) “And when you 
offered to export them to United States? A.—He absolutely refused to allow. 
it. He said he had given his word, and so had Mr. Raney and he certainly 
was going to by some means or other stop the export to United States.” You 
heard those words? 

A.—-Yes. | 

Q.—(Reading) “And he wag to release these goods that are under seizure” 
in this case? A.—AI] was to be released, overviling was to be dropped, if — 
we would ship any place else but the United States. @.—And before you 
had gone down there, had Mr. Haverson your counsel wired you this proposi-_ 
tion? Q.—Mr. Hales confirmed that? A.—Yes, and also Mr. Brennan of 
the Attorney General’s Department.” ; 

A.—That is what I didn’t like, bringing up into it, casual conversation. 

().—Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Raney with respect 
to this particular matter. | 2 

A.—I do not remember any, I don’t think so. ; 

Q.—Do you know whether Mr. Raney was in touch with Mr. Hal 
while the negotiations were going on. , 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Certainly I was, I take full responsibility for it. 
Mr. Lennox: I saw in the newspaper some interview you gave wher 
you had a talk with the Attorney-General, who said you had had your chance. 
A,.—That was later, and that he had nothing to do with it. 
Q.—Did you have that interview. Was that with the Attorney General? 
A.—That was long after. . 
Q.—Did he say that? . 7 
A.—Yes he said that, I was trying to open negotiations again and 
failed. 
Q.—This is after the British Columbia suggestion ¢ 

A.—Yes. Long after. 

().—What did he mean when he said you had had your chance? 
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; ‘A.—The Department offered if we would take it out to British 

_ Columbia they would release it, and we turned that down, You can say that 

was not my work in turning it down, for I was favourable, and something was 

ec that we were not going to hold out salvation forever, and the door was 
shut, 

Mr. Frrevson: Was the reference to British Columbia, that you had 
your chance to ship it there and you refused ? 

A.—Yes. 

_ Mr. Haru: , Why didn’t you send it to British Columbia if it was legal 
to send it ? 

A.—I will tell you why. The reason they didn’t accept the offer to ship 
it to British Columbia, was because it would have taken a lot of money to 
send it there, and when they got it there it was not worth as much money 
as where it was. It was purely commercial. 

Q.—It was not the legal phase of it? 

A.—WNo, No. 

_ Hon. Mr. Ranzy: There are two Provinces of Canada to which this 
liquor could have been legally shipped Quebec and British Columbia. 

A.—Yes. oe nae 

Q.—I suppose nobody would have suggested sending it to Quebec? 

A.—I never heard of Quebec. Mr. Hales said it was mentioned but I 
have no recollection of it. : | 
| Q.—And the other possible place to which it could be shipped legally 
would be the United States? 

A.—Yes. 

().—I suppose as a matter of fact that was the business your clients 
were doing? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Frerevson: The price is better in the United States? 

Mr. Raney: Their sales were either in the United States, or to per- 
sons in Ontario, if there were sales in Ontario, as the Department suspected 
there were ? 

A.—Yes I don’t think there was any doubt about that. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Hales’ statement is to this effect, speaking of 
this interview “I asked them since there was uncertainty in law as to which 
party would succeed in the case, whether under the circumstances they would 
_ be willing if proceedings were ended to ship the liquor out of Ontario to 
some place where it could be lawfully sent to.” 

A.—Substituting that lawfully sent, British Columbia, it is exactly 
right from my recollection. 

Mr. Ranny: (Quoting) “A discussion took place about sending it to 
different places.” 

A.—I have no recollection of that. If Myr. Hales hadn’t said Quebec 
was mentioned I would have said, absolutely that Quebec was never men- 
tioned. 

Q.—You might not pay any attention to it, because you would know 
that no business would send it to Quebec as a commercial proposition ? 

A.—Before Mr. Frankfurter and I had this conference with Mr. Hales, 
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I had had it alone, and it was at Mr. Hales’ instance that I sent that 
telegram. z 

Q.—At any rate, you don’t remember Quebec being mentioned ? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—It might have been ? 

A.—Anything might have been. 

—Q.—(Quoting) “I absolutely decline to give any consent to the sending © 
of the liquor to any place other than one to which it could lawfully be sent.” 

A.—That is true. . 

Q.—(Quoting) “At a later time, Mr. Haverson read me a copy of a 
telegram he was sending.” | 

ne na heis Arie: 

Q.—(Quoting) “I never assumed any responsibility whatever for select- 
ing the province or country to which they should send their liquor. I never 
departed in any way from the expressed stipulation that there should be no 
violation of the law of the province or country to which the liquor would be 
sent.” Mr. Hales did not care where you sent it, so long as you could 
send it to a place to which you could legally send it? 

A.—No, not quite. 

Q.—You are not suggesting that he was particularly interested in 
sending it to British Columbia ? 

A.—I am. 

Q.—What was his interest in sending it to British Columbia? 

A.—Because the only other place I had in mind or that he had either 
was the United States, and the objection to the United States was that when 
it got to the States we were dealing in contraband goods. | 

Q.—You could send it and were actually sending this liquor to the © 
United States ? | 

A.—And had been. 

Q.—No doubt about that? 


A.—No. 
Q.—And he would not agree to its being sent there ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Then as a commercial proposition the only other place open was 
British Columbia ? | 

A.—That is right. 7 

Q.—In the discussion which took place between you British Columbia 
would be the place to which it would go if it went out of the Province ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Ferovson: And if anyone was being debauched it would be 
British Columbia that would be debauched 4 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Then Mr. Hales proceeds “Mr. Haverson spoke to” 
me by telephone, and I believe he agrees with this statement of the case.” 
He read that statement to you over the telephone? 

A.—No. He gave me the substance of it however. 

Q.—Mr. ‘Hales goes on “It may be that during the course of our 
negotiations, I suggested that if they had no better way for disposing of their — 
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aquor, the dispensaries might take it over at a fair valuation.” Do you 
| that? 
A.—No, that may very well have been a conversation with Mr, Frank- 
r, because I was not concerned about that. 
Q. —There is very little difference between you 2 
A.—There is very little difference bettween myself and Mr. Hales. I 
an see little. . 
_  Q.—British Columbia wag the only place to which you could ship 
commercially if you were not permitted to ship it to the United States ? 
A.—Yes. 
: Q.—Now I want to ask you a particular question. I am quoting from 
Mr. Lennox’s address in the House, when he was addr essing the House in his 
late famous speech which “covered him with glory,” as the Mail and Em pure 
said: 
| “Will you believe me when I jell you that the Attorney-General offered 
to give up that liquor to the men who owned it, if they would not take it into 
* States but would let them have it if they would debauch the citizens of 
British Columbia.” “Is that true? 
A—Ii he means— 
Q.—Answer my question. 
A.—It is not quite correct. Nobody is going to attribute to you or 
Hales the debauching of any Province. 
Q.—I wish to know about the “debauching.” 
A.—That is my own, pure and simple. 
Q.— You put that into Mr. Lennox’s head— at any rate you used the 
word to him? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Lennox: Explain how you used it. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Let me read this again, and I would like a straight 
answer whether it is true or not. “Will vou believe me when I tell you that the 
_ Attorney-General offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned it, if 
they would not take it into the United States but would let them have it if 
they would debauch the eitizens of British Columbia.’ Had I ever said a word 
about it? 
A—You did not, You had nothing to say on it, Nor do I think I 
used your name, but I am not going to be sure about that—Let me put that 
“clearly ; I do not think I used your name at all because it was not with you a 
had the conversation. it was with Mr. Hales; but I have found myself more 
than once using your name when I should have used Hales’. But I do not 
‘think I used your name. I never mtended to use your name because I never 


discussed the question with you. 


Q.—This gentleman pledged himself to resign if this statement were 


not true. 
Mr. Lennox: If any statement I made is not true. 

Mr. Raney: (Quoting). “Will you believe me when I tell you that the 
Attorney-General offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned it if 
they would not take it into the United States, would let them have it if they 
would debauch the citizens of British Columbia.” Is that true? 

 A—No. 
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Q.—You understood from the attitude of the Department that it wa 
not friendly to this export house business? 

A.—Understood? I knew it. 

Q.—And from your experience you have no hesitation in saying the 
were doing the best they could to prevent the carrying on of this business 1 
. the Province of Ontario? 

A.—More. I suppose I have no right to ask you a question; but 
never yet could understand why the Attorney, General or anybody el 
should make it his business to see whether liquor went to the United Stat 
or not. | 

Mr. Raney: We won’t argue that. 

A.—TI am not arguing, I am only making a statement. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: In order that there may be no question about wh 
Mr. Lennox said I will read from the Mati and Empire report of bh 
address, “Will you believe me when I tell you that the Attorney-Genera 
offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned it if they would not take 
into the United States, would let them have it if they would debauch t 
citizens of British Columbia.” It is word for word the same. Is that true? 

A.—It is not true. I do not know what Mr. Lennox says but I do no 
think I ever said it. You hadn’t anything to say about it. You neve 
discussed this question with me at all. | 

Q.—(Reading). “The York Member declared that he realized his 
sponsibility for his statement, and if he could not prove it in the Public 
Accounts Committee that that offer was made by Mr. Raney or through his 
Department, he was not Worthy to be a member of the House and would 
be a member.” Now we have got down, one step further, if Mr. Haverson, t 
statement I read had placed Mr. Hales name instéad of mine, if the statemem 
had read thus: “Will you believe me when I tell you that Mr. Hales offered 
to give up that liquor to the men who owned it if they would not take it inte 
United States, would let them have it if they would debauch the citizens of 
British Columbia.” Would that statement be true? F 

A.—It would not. Remember there are a number of statements there 
where I say it was not, I mean that last one about debauching. You neve 







said that and I repeated that a dozen times. ; 
Q.—And Mr. Hales never said that? 


A.—No, Hales never said it. y 
Q.—The point is this. These people offered to take it out of the Pro 
vince of Ontario to some place to which it could legally be taken and ya 
‘both regarded British Columbia as the only place commercially possible? 
| <A,—T said, “why debauch British Columbia,” that is my own language 
Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Did you mean that if liquor would debauch peo 
ple in Ontario it would have the same effect in British Columbia? ; 
A.—You can say that, Mr. Ferguson. Mr. Raney and Mr. Hales both 
think that to use liquor that way is to debauch people and J was using thei: 
idea. What do I care whether you debauch them or not. . 
Q.—When you were talking to Mr. Hales you knew you were talkimy 
to the Attorney-General’s Department? #4 
A.—I thought I was. 
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Q.—You knew Mr. Hales was the chief officer under the Attorney 
General 
; A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—So you were dealing with the Attorney General through his 
official ¢ 

A.—In that way. 
Q.—You could not deal in any other way with the department ¢ 
A.—No, not without going over his head. 
Q.—Another question or two; in the conversation you had with the 
, Attorney General subsequently when he said you had your chance, did he 
mean by that that you had had an opportunity once of getting rid of litigation 
and shipping this liquor to British Columbia‘ 
| A.—Yes. 
Q.—In other words he had acquiesced in that, according to his own 
statement ¢ 
A.—I haven't any doubt of that. 
Hon. Mr. Ranzwy: Of course not, I accept the entire responsibility. 
| Hon. Mr. Fereavson: The Attorney General had personal knowledge 
/ at that time and had acquiesced, because he said to you, that you had had 
» your chance. 

A.—Why, Hales told me he did. Mr, Raney doesn’t deny it. 

; Q.—Mr. Hales told you he had discussed it with Mr, Raney? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—So Mr. Raney knew? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And you knew he knew ¢ 
A.— Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Feravson: I think in there the Attorney General offered 
to resign too. 

Hon. Mr Raney: This is the question with which Mr. Lennox closed 
this matter, the final instalment of his speech. Addressing me he said, 
“Were you right when you stood up on the floor of the House, when you 
aceused me of lying when to you I said you were willing or your department 
was willing to release $40,000 worth of liquor seized at Rainy River.” You 
notice the difference between that and the charge? He welched on the 
statement. 

Mr. Lennox: We will sce how the people welch on you. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Here is the charge: “Will you believe me when I 
tell you that the Attorney General offered to give up that liquor to the men 
wha owned it if they would not take it into the United States, would let them 
have it if they would debauch the eitizens of British Columbia ?’ 

A—That is a mistake at the end, 

Q.—When he comes to the end of his speech after that had been denied, 
when he knew it was false, this is the way he puts it: “Were you right 
when you stood up on the floor of the House, when you accused 
me of lying when to you I said that you were willing or your Depart- 
ment was willing to release $40,000 worth of liquor seized at Rainy River?” 
There was nothing there about debauching, and besides he puts in the word 


“Department ?” 
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Mr. Lennox: Now, Mr. Haverson, let me read this to you again; this : 


is from the paper: ‘“‘Will you believe me when [I tell you that the Attorney 


General offered to give up that lquor to the men who owned it if they would — 


not take it into the United States.” Is that true? 
A.—Substitute “Hales”? for ‘‘Attorney General’ and it is true. ° 


Q.—Let me read it to you again; would this be correct? “Will you © 
believe me when I tell you that the Attorney General or someone in his De- © 


department offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned it if they 
would not take it into the United States?’ 

A.—That would be true. 

Q.—Absolutely ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—(quoting) “Would let. them have it if they would debauch the citi- 
zens of British Columbia.” What is there in that sentence that is not true? 

A.—If that sentence gives the idea that Mr. Hales was offering to de 
bauch the citizens of British Columbia, it is not true. If it is that I used 
the phrase, it is true. It is a difference between my using it and Hales using 
it. Of course Hales doesn’t say that kind of thing. 

Q.—Then is this correct, outside of the use of the word debauch, is that 
statement true or untrue ? 

A.—It is true when you take that out. 

Q.—Now then, when you said in that unqualified way of yours when 


Mr. Raney read’ that statement to you that it wasn’t true, what did you mean ¢ ~ 


A.—I meant to say what I had said in the earlier part of my evidence 
that he proposed that this stuff should be taken to British Columbia, and that 
this shipment would be released. That is true. 


Q.—You don’t understand the question. Mr, Raney read you this state- 


ment and you said it wasn’t true. In what respect isn’t it true? 
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A.—It isn’t true that Mr. Raney said anything. If you substitute for ; 
Raney’s name, Hales name, that is true, and take out that debauching of — 


British Columbia, which is my language, it would be true. 


Q.—Would it be true if it read this way? This was given to Mr. Raney ; 


in writing at the conclusion of my speech. “Were you right when you stood — 


up on the floor of this House and accused me of lying, when to you I said 
that you were willing or your Department was willing to release the $40,000 
of liquor seized at Rainy River ?” 

A.—That is all right. 

Q.—Is that true? : 

A.—I think so. 

Q.—Is there any correction to be made in that? 

Mr. Raney: (interrupting) Do you know anything about that, whether 
I accused him of lying or not 

A.—No. 

Mr. Lennox: Will you just read that yourself? 
A.—All I have to say about that statement is that there is nothing here 

about sending it anywhere. There is no condition attached to this at all. 

Q.—Is the statement correct ? 
A.—No it is not correct, for this reason. They were not willing, and 
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‘the best proof of it is that they didn’t do it. Neither was the department 
_ willing to release the $40,000 worth of liquor seized at Rainy River. 


Q.—Unless it should go to British Columbia ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—And would not then go to the United States ? 

A.—No manner of doubt about it. | 

Q.—Mr, Raney stated in the House that there was no foundation what- 


ever for the statement I made with respect to British Columbia. Is that 


true or untrue ? 
A.—I thought there was foundation for it. The best answer I can give 


is that if what I have said is no foundation for his statement, then he is 


right, but if it is a foundation for his statement, then he is wrong, and I am 
not pretending to judge. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You saw what I stated in the House, and my denial 
about British Columbia. Quote what I have said. 

Mr. Lennox: I am conducting this examination. Mr. Haverson has 
read in the paper that Mr. Raney stood up in the House and said there was 
not the slightest foundation at all for the statement I had made with the 
reference to the shipping of liquor to British Columbia. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Raney: The only fair way to deal with this matter is to take your 


- own newspaper report of what happened. 


Mr. Lennox: You are not conducting this investigation. 

Mr. Raney: You are not going to state facts that are not true. 

Mr. Lennox: (Quoting) “Now I will take you on for a minute more. 
You have made a statement that what I have said is absolutely false. ‘“Ab- 
solutely false,” repeated Mr. Raney. “Will you in the presence of this House 
say that you did not make that offer to Mr. Haverson?” “Certainly I will.” 
“Will you say that it was not made through your department?’ Mr. Raney 
appeared to hesitate a moment, and then said “I have not the least doubt it 
was not.” 

Mr. Raney: -That is all true. 

Mr. Lennox: (Quoting) “The York Member declared that he realized 
the responsibility of his statement, and if he could not prove it in the Public 
Accounts Committee that that offer was made by Mr. Raney, or through his 
department, he was not worthy to be a member of the House and would not 
be a member.” And further down “Will you in the presence of this House 
say that you did not make that offer to Mr. Haverson?’ “Certainly I will.” 
“Will you say it was not made through your department? Mr. Raney 
appeared to hesitate a moment and then said “I have not the least doubt it 
was not.” Now let me read you just before that. I am quoted as saying 
“You have made a statement that what I have said in this house was 
absolutely false” and Mr. Raney says “Absolutely false.” Now Mr. Haver- 
son, was the statement absolutely false, if it was made that this liquor was 
to be released— 

Hon. Mr. Raney: (Interrupting) You are not reading the statement 
from the report. 

Mr. Lennox: Don’t get excited. Was’ the statement absolutely false 
that any offer was made to send the liquor to British Columbia? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is not the statement at all. 
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Mr. Lennox: That is only a part. There was an offer made to this — 


company to take this out of the Province. (Quoting) ‘“‘Will you believe me 
when I tell you that the Attorney General offered to give up that liquor 


to the men who owned it if they would not take it into the United States.” — 


Is that true? 
| A.—Partially, but that is not the whole statement. 
Q.—Let us take it by degrees, 


A.—Taking it by degrees that is true. If you say the Attorney General 


it is not true. 


use ¢ 
A.—Hales I think ? 
@.—Do you remember what name you used in respect to this? 
A.—Hales I think, but I wouldn’t be dead sure. 


Q.—Then if you substitute the name “Hales” for “Attorney General’ 


so that it will read this way, ‘‘Will you believe me when I tell you that Mr. 
Hales offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned it, if they would 
not take it into the United States.” Is that true? 

A.—Not quite. 

(.—Is it true as far as it goes? 

A.—Yes, 


Q.—When you speak of the Department, whose name do you usually 





+ 


Q.—(Quoting) “Would let them have it if they would debauch the — 


citizens of British Columbia.” Was the word debauch used ? 
A.— Yes. 
Q.—Was it used in conversation with me by you? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—What was said with respect to the word debauch ? 


Hon. Mr. Ranny: Are you going to deal now with what took place 


between you and Mr. Haverson with respect to the word debauch ? 


Mr. Lennox: Is there anything incorrect in that statement putting 


in Hales’ name and leaving out the word debauch, is it correct? 
A.—Yes. Mr. Raney says that himself. 


Q.—Now let me read you a little further. This is from a newspaper 


report “Will you in the presence of this House say that you did not make 
this offer to Mr. Haverson?” “Certainly I will.” “Will you say that it 


was not made through your department?” ‘Mr. Raney appeared to hesitate | 


for a moment, then said “I have not the least doubt it was not.” 
Ts that statement true that he had not the least doubt? 
A.—I have no doubt he had, as far as I am concerned. 


Mr. Fereuson: You had a talk with the Attorney General you say 


subsequently ? 
A,—Yes, 


Q.—He only made the statement a week or so ago. It was before that 


that he made that statement to you when he said “You had your chance.” 
He understood what the chance was when he made that statement ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—He knew his officers were responsible when he made that state- 


ment ? 
A.—I do not think there was any doubt about it. 


pm 
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ny 
: Q.—And that conversation took place subsequent to the offer to send 
it to British Columbia ? 

A.—Yes, long after. 

Q.—And Mr. Raney, knowing what had taken place told you “‘You had 
had your chance” and that chance was to ship it to British Columbia ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: And in view of that, is the statement true when Mr. 
Raney said on the floor of the House, that he knew nothing about it? 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: I never made such a statement.. That wasn’t the 

statement. 

Mr. Lennox: That certainly was. Is that statement true? 

Mr. Raney: There was no such staaement. 

Mr. Lennox: Bear in mind what you have said. Mr. Raney told you 
that “You had lost your chance,” that you should have accepted the offer to 
ship to British Columbia. Listen to this: ‘Now I will take you on for a 
minute more. You have made a statement that what I have said in this 
House is absolutely false,” “Absolutely false.” ‘‘Will you in the presence of 
this House say that you did not make that offer to Mr. Haverson?” “Cer- 
tainly I will.” “Will you say that it was not made through your depart- 
ment?’ “TI have not the least doubt it was not.” 

| Could there be any doubt in his mind in view of what he had said that 
you had lost your chance to ship it into British Columbia? 

A.—Mr. Raney knew that there had been negotiations between myself 
and Hales. He knew that. If you cut loose this debauch business, then he 
had a general knowledge, he must have had, because Mr. Hales told me he 
had. He doesn’t say he didn’t have it, and having that knowledge, how he 
ean say there was no doubt about it—well, I don’t know what he means. 
Q.—Could you have said it? 

A.—I would not like to have gaid it. 

Q.—Could you have said it in his position and have spoken the truth ¢ 

A.—The old. question what is true. 
| Q.—I want you to answer that. 

A.—I¢ is a very difficult question to answer. 

Mr. Lennox: It is only fair to the witness to let him read the context 
(Witness reads). 

A.—If by “Attorney General” it is meant the Attorney General made 
that offer personally, he never did. If you mean Mr. Hales, with his know- 
ledge, then he did, but not himself. “If they would take it into the United 
States, would let them have it if they would debauch the citizens of British 
Columbia.” That is what creates the trouble. 

Mr. Lennox: When he states it is absolutely false without an atom 
of foundation, is that true / 

~ A.—TI have told you the foundation. I have told you the foundation 
of the story. It was this conversation between myself and Mr. Hales, which 
nobody repudiates. If Mr. Raney can say that, and say it was without an 
atom of foundation, I do not know how he justified it. I do not see how I 
could justify it, but he mixes up this debauching the citizens of British 
Columbia and gets out of it that way. If he says the Attorney General 
never made that proposition, I am not going to be Mr. Raney’s judge. 
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Mr. Lennox: Read that again. Does that say Mr. Raney used the 
word “debauch?’ Does it say he used that word, or does it merely say it 
was to debauch the citizens of British Columbia ? 

A.—The Attorney General didn’t use that language. 

Q.—No one says he did? 

A.—And I know Mr. Hales didn’t. : 

Q.—But outside of that, everything is correct ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Tormin: Have you used that language ‘“debauching the citizens 
of British Columbia” in talking with Mr. Hales? 


A.—Yes. : 
Mr. Lennox: And afterward you repeated it to me? 
A,—Yes. 


Mr. Hari: When you were stating about the Attorney General and he 
said you had your chance, there was added to it the chance to send it to 
British Columbia. Did he say “You had your chance to send it to British — 
Columbia ? 

A.—I don’t know, I can’t remember. The remark was made as Mr. 
Raney was going into the Chamber. | 

Mr. Lennox: It was with respect to getting the goods released 

A.—Yes. | 

Mr. Tormiz: You understood the reference was to British Columbia ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That if you shipped it to’ British Columbia, and accepted that 
chance, all litigation would end? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And because you did not accept this chance, they are fighting you 
again to the Court of Appeal ? | 

A.—Yes. : { 

Mr. Hatz: If it had gone to British Columbia, instead of remaining 
here, the people of British Columbia would have been debauched according 
to your idea, instead of Ontario? a 

A.—No, I don’t mean that. I was using the language of temperance } 
men. 4 

Mr. Lennox: I see here on page 33 of the evidence a question “You — 
saw Mr. Hales?” A.—“I spent seven hours with him.” Q.—“What did 
he tell you was the intention of himself and Mr. Raney ! 0”? A—“He told — 
me that Mr. Raney and himself had promised officials in the United States — 
to stop the export of liquor to the United States and he was going to do it.” : 
Did you hear that ? 

A.—Yes, I heard that. 

The witness was excused, and the Committee then adjourned. 
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teers on 


Pusric Accounts ComMmMITTEE. 
May 8, 1921. 


The Committee met at 10.30 am. Mr. Watson in the Chair; R. I. Lea 
ealled and sworn. Examined by Mr. Ferguson. 


Q.—What is your full name? 

A.—Richard L. Lea. 

Q.—Where do you reside? 

A.—Montreal. 

Q.—What is your business ? 

. A.—Consulting Engineer, specializing rather in hydraulic engineering. 

| Q.—What experience have you had as an engineer, how long? 

| A.—It is thirty-two years since I graduated from the engineering faculty 

at McGill. My education was in McGill and Cambridge, England, and I 

_ have practised mostly as a consulting engineer. 

Q.—What experience have you had on projects of importance or 
magnitude ? 

A.—Well in thirty-two years of course, I have had to do as an engineer 

with a great many projects. In my earlier days, I was occupied more with 

water works and drainage systems, and my experience along those lines ex- 

tends considerably over one hundred. Many of course were small towns, 

some of-them in the United States. In latter years, I have had to do with 

hydraulic and electrical power plants, both as a designing engineer, a con- 

sulting engineer, and constructing engineer as well. I am senior member of 

the firm of R. S. and W. S. Lea, and between 1906 and 1914 up to the war 

consulting engineer and vice-president of an engineering company, which 

not only designed works and dams, and foundations and so on, but built them 

as well, sometimes by contract, but oftener in the same way that the 

Chippawa job was built. 

Q.—You are a consulting engineer as well? 

A.—Yes. The principal works in Canada are the waterworks of Mon- 
treal, of two or three conduits including a canal, the aqueduct, six miles long 
with pumping station and filtrating plants, amounting from fourteen to 
fifteen millions; the main draining system of Vancouver and district, which 
is a comprehensive scheme for Vancouver and adjoining municipalities to 
carry out and which is estimated to cost twelve million dollars of which four 
to five millions have been spent; the new water supply for Winnipeg, a con- 
| erete aqueduct, one hundred miles long. 

Q.—Is that the Greater Winnipeg system ? ! 

A.—Yes, and small works in Edmonton, Medicine Hat, Regina and 
other places out west, Ottawa— 

Q.—In other words you have had a pretty wide experience. I do not 
want to go into details. 

A.—Yes. We built the Bassano dam for the C.P.R. across Bow River, 
one of the most important works of the kind. We built the Calgary dam 
and several others. I am also at present consulting engineer for the Hydro 
Electric Development for the Manitoba Power Company of 170,000 horse 
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power capacity. That is a bigger capacity than any of the plants at Niagara 
with the exception of the Chippawa, | 
Q.—You have had some work to do in connection with the Chippawa — 
power scheme ? | 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—When did you first come in to it? 
A.—In August 1920. 
Q.-—Ag He | invitation ¢ 
A.—The immediate invitation of Mr. Acres. JI had a telegram from — 
him asking me to go to Niagara Falls. | 
Q.—He is the engineer in charge? 
A.—Yes Sir. He is the hydraulic engineer of the Hydro Commission. 
(.—And in answer to his telegram ? : 
A.—I went to Niagara Falls and he then explained to me what he © 
wished 4 
Q.—And did you come into contact with any one other tian Mr. Acres 
connected with the Hydro Commission or the Government in any way ? 
A.—Yes. His assistants, some of his principal assistants. 
@.—Did you have Annies to do with the Chairman of the Commission. 
Did you see him? 
A.—No, not at that time. | 
Q.—As a result of your conference with Mr. Acres, you went over the — 
work, and did you make a report? a 
A. —I did. He explained to me that Mr. Cooper had been engaged by ~ 
them to make a report. 4 
Q.—That is Hugh L. Cooper ? i 
| A.—Yes, of Noe York. I was engaged to make a report on certain f. 
features of the project, and a report had been made in respect to the working ~ 
levels of the river at the entrance of the canal. He had differed radically from ~ 
the ideas of the Commission’s engineers in respect to the pool level, as it is — 
called. The work at the entrance of the canal was referred to as the Chippawa q 
pool, and he also differed as to the time of the completion of the work. 
Q.—You mean he had extended the time, almost twice what the Hydro 
engineers estimated it ? : 
: 









A.—Yes, and the cost per horse power of the work, which of course 18 a 
significant figure of cost, also the capacity of the rat for carrying water, : 
in view of the pool levels adopted by Mr. Cooper, and also the character of 
the intake proposed. 

\ Q.—Then you looked into these matters ? ; 

A.—Mr. Acres told me, Mr. Stewart and Kerbaugh HK New York had 
been asked to make an estimate ‘of the total cost, though not regarding the 
cost per horse power, that was not referred to then: and the time of com-— 
pletion. That is to say, they were to examine the proposed working program, 
the construction program and report on it, approve of it, or modify or alter 
it, and also the time required for completion, but with regard to the a 
levels, which are more or less the determining factor in the capacity of the 
canal, and the water carrying capacity of the canal itself when finished, an 
the intake, were subjects that were to be referred to me. I wag asked to 
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make an investigation, get what facts I required and make a report, which 
I did. 

Q.—You made a report to Sir Adam Beck ? 

A.—Yes. That was in August and about a month later I met Sir 
Adam Beck for the first time in my life, and discussed matters generally with 
him, and later he wrote me a letter embodying the questions that I was. to ; 
answer, and I have it here. 

Q.—Now then, on October 26th you made a report? 

A.—As a matter of fact, the report itself includes pretty nearly the 
whole letter from Sir Adam Beck, 

Q.—So then you filed a report with the Commission, or sent it up to 
Sir Adam Beck? It is dated October 26th and this is a copy of that report? 

A.—Yes. That copy was brought by me personally at nearly the end 


of October, about this date. It was modified slightly, but only in phraseology 


and subject to that it was not released as far as I was concerned until about 
the first of November. 
‘Q.—Here is what you say in this report, so as to get the matter briefly 
before the Committee. Your reports begins “On Sept. 14th last,—you were 
addressing Sir Adam Beck—you wrote asking me to prepare a report for 
the Commission on the Queenston-Chippawa Development scheme covering 


the following points :— 


(A) A discussion of the water levels previously existing, and now 
hereafter capable of being maintained on the Chippawa Grass Island Pool, 
as a basis for establishing the water carrying capacity of the power canal. 

(B) A discussion and report on the design of the intake proposed by the 
engineers of the Commission, having particular reference to the merits, if 
any, it may have as applied to the special conditions it is designed to meet, 
and as compared with other types of intake which you might consider are 
suitable, having due regard to efficiency and capital cost. 

(C) An opinion based on your conclusions in regard to the above as to 
the water carrying capacity of the power canal as now designed. 

Q.—So that briefly, the three points you had for consideration were the 
level of the pool, the design of the intake and the carrying capacity of the 


canal ? 


A.—That is right sir. 

Q.—Now you deal with them seriatim here ? 

A.—Yes. 
Q.—That is a very important feature of the situation that I think the 


Committee should know, dealing first with the river level, at the Chippawa 


Grass Island Pool. Your report says, “The water levels previously existing 
at the Chippawa Grass Island Pool had been recorded semi daily since 1902.” 
In other words, an accurate record had been kept over all these years? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—(Reading) “The essential facts thereby established are for the period 
covered by the records, the mean level of the pool wag elevation 560.5, the 
maximum level of the pool was 563.0 and the minimum level of the pool was 
elevation 558.5.” So that establishtd pretty well the levels over that long 
term of years ? 


A.—Yes. 
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A.—(Reading) “The Standard low Water Level for the Chippawa 
Grass Island Pool, adopted by the U.S. Lake Survey is El. 559.5. It is 
true that the pool has temporarily dropped below this level, but such a con- 
tingency is somewhat rare, having occurred only thirty-one times during the 
past eighteen years; and on only eight of these occasions has it fallen below 
El. 559.0. In advance of Section (C) it may be here stated that the dis- 
charging capacities corresponding to these elevations are 15,500 and 15,100 
second feet respectively. Moreover, Pool levels below 559.5 are always the 
result of an unusual combination of natural causes. They are therefore not 
only of rare occurrence, but are necessarily of short duration, having never 
lasted longer than twenty-four hours at any one time, and have probably 
not averaged much over six or eight hours. In other words a pool level of 
559.5 or higher can be depended upon for all but about one-tenth of one per 
cent. of the time. 

So far as the regular output of the Power plant is concerned, the re- 
sult is still more favorable, for the reason that of the total number of times 
that there is any deficiency in level, only about one-third occur in December 
and January, when the load is greatest; and even in these months account — 
should be taken of the fact that they may happen during off-peak hours, or 
on Sundays or other days of light load. a 

In view of the considerations just referred to, it is my opinion that the 
dependable capacity of the Power Canal and the Chippawa-Queenston Hydro — 
Electric Power Development, in so far as they depend upon the Niagara — 
River levels, can be very conservatively based on that stage of the river which — 
under present conditions corresponds to El. 559.5 in the Chippawa Grass 
Island Pool.” | ; 

In other words, your conclusion was that that was a fairly dependable — 
operating level ? a 

A.—No. My conclusion there was that that was practically a minimum ~ 
level of what you have to deal with one hundred per cent. of the time, but a 
condition which is not attained in any other Hydro-Electrie power T know 
of. When I said “very conservatively” I meant extremely conservative. 

Q.—This is absolutely dependable in your view ? 

A.—It depends on the time. I would like to make this explanation. 
At that time, the Power Canal was not nearly finished. It was not nearly © 
excavated and practically none of the lining, the concrete lining, intended to 
facilitate the carrying of the water, was nl place, and I had to allow for | 
that fact. I did not know how it was going to be finished, how it might be — 
finished. I knew they had a rush programme ahead of them, and I could | 
not base a statement like that on anything else than on the minimum level, 
which would allow a very wide margin. What I mean by that was that I 
think that was about a foot too low. | 

Q.—(Reading) The diversion of part of the flow of the Niagara River 
into the Chippawa-Queenston Canal however tends to lower the water level in 
the Pool, unless compensated for in the river at or below the entrance to the 
canal. As will presently be referred to under Section (C), the quantity of 
water it is proposed to divert will be between 15,000 and 16,000 second ft., 
and even if no special nor incidental compensating works were provided 
at all, the diversion of this quantity of water would not lower the pool, at 
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the most, by more than five inches. As a matter of fact, however, the com- 
pensating effect of the Canal Intake structures as proposed, and of the ad- 
_ jacent and incidental work connected therewith, will be sufficient to offset 
any effect the proposed diversion tends to have in the way of lowering the 
_ level of the Grass Island Pool.” 

hi Q.—I just want to be clear as to just what you mean by that. There 
are certain works submerged in the River, at the intake that tend to main- 
tain the level by obstructing the rapid flow of the water ? 

A.—That is partly it. The intake extends seven hundred feet into the 
River, and restricts the Channel to that extent and this happens to be also in 
a pretty deep portion of the River, so that the obstruction of the River at 
that point really corresponds to 30,000 second feet of water, flowing under 
natural conditions. That would tend, and other works would tend to raise the 
water, and this restriction of the river to a narrow channel raises the water 
and so compensates for the four to five inches by which the water would be 
lowered by the abstraction of fifteen to sixteen thousand second feet. 

Q.—You further say “It should further be observed with regard to 
the permanence of the level of the Pool and the possibility of maintaining it, 
that if further diversions are permitted in the future, the natural conditions 
in the bed of the river below the Canal entrance lend themselves very favor- 
ably to the convenient and economical construction of whatever remedial 
works may be found necessary to maintain the present levels or to raise them 
to some extent if it should prove desirable to do so.” 

Just explain what you mean by that. 

A.—TIn the first place the total range in levels, determined by the 
monthly mean levels at that point in the River, is only a little over two feet 
in the whole period of forty to fifty years, of which records have been taken, 
so there is no great range in level to control there, and just below the Chip- 
‘pawa intake, as the water approaches the head of the Rapids above the Falls, 
the River has a natural shoal, and rock almost bare, and that is what I mean 
by saying that natural conditions lend themselves favorably to the construc- 
tion of some form of obstructing dam that would easily raise the river one 
to three feet. 

Mr. Drury: What you mean is that you could construct there if neces- 
sary what is called a wing dam to hold the water back ? 

_ A.—Yes, any obstruction. It doesn’t need to be a dam, because there 
is no necessity for it detaining. A pile of rock, anything of that kind. 

Mr, Fercuson: You would retard the flow and increase the head? 

A.—Yes. In fact you could double the variation, the natural variation 
of the River, by simply raising it from one.to two feet, which is a mere 
trifle. 

Mr. Fercuson: I propose Mr. Chairman to read largely from this re- 
port, because I have read it, and it puts the whole case very concisely, so I 
think every member of the Committee will be interested. (Reading). 

‘When therefore, the dependable capacity of the Power Canal is dealt 
with under Section (C) it will be based on River Elevation of 559.5 at the 
Chippawa Grass Island Pool.” 

A.—I eall the attention of anybody who examines the report to the fact 
that [ am basing it on a level which was only attained in the period of observa- 
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tion one-tenth of one per cent. of the time, and over the greater part of the 
time, these levels were only reached at times when they made no difference 
to the capacity of the plant. What I mean by saying that it makes no 
difference in the capacity of the plant is that at certain times the load of the 
plant is greater, in the winter time especially at the end of the year when 
it is higher than at any other time of the year. The peak comes about Christ- 
mas time, and the peak for the year comes in the latter half of December 
and the first half of January. So if you take the two months of December 
and January you will include the time in which any deficit in the level or 
the supply would probably have an effect on the power capacity of the plant. 
If it happens in the latter part of February or March or April or through the 
~ summer it makes no difference because there is lots of power anyway. 

Q.—You have plenty of power then ? 

A.—The whole load doesn’t require the capacity of the plant. 

Q.—Now, dealing with section (B), the design and construction of the 
intake—this is the intake feature you were discussing: 

“The design and construction of the necessary works at the entrance 
to the power canal present no difficulties so far as summer conditions 
are concerned. In the Winter season, however, the Niagara River at 
times carries considerable drift ice and frazil against which all power 
plants in Northern climates require protection. 

“In the Chippawa scheme this feature is of more than ordinary 


importance on account of the great length of the power canal, approxi- 


mately twelve miles, and the magnitude of the development. ‘The ex- 
tent to which the ice can be eliminated from the water diverted into 
the canal will be the measure of the success of the design and con- 
struction of the intake works. The problem is not an easy one and it 
has never been completely solved under similar conditions in connec 
tion with the works of the extent proposed in this development. In 
the absence of successful precedents exhaustive tests have therefore 
been carried out over a period of two years by Professor Angus of 
Toronto University under the Commission’s engineers all of whom 


have had many years’ experience in connection with the construction — 


and operation of Hydro Electric Development at Niagara Falls. 
“These experiments were conducted on a larger scale than any 


previously attempted in connection with hydraulic work of this kind. — 


A section of the Niagara River channel embracing the entrance to 
the Welland River and extending for a long distance up and down 


stream was constructed on a scale of one to twenty.’ . 


Q.—That. is, a miniature replica of this canal was actually constructed? 

A.—The river and entrance to the canal. | 

Q.—(Reading) ‘Experiments were made with different kinds of in- 
takes as a result of which a certain type was evolved which indicated marked 
superiority over the others as a means of preventing ice from being carried 
into the canal. A special series of tests of this type were carried out under 
the general direction of Mr. R. D. Johnston, Consulting Engineer, of New 
York, who subsequently worked out the design which has finally been adopted. 








“Without referring to details with which you are familiar, the canal — 
entrance works as designed may be described as forming two intakes which — 
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_ are quite separate in their action and which may be operated either inde- 
pendently or in combination. One of these is a surface intake of the so- 
ealled fixed or permanent boom type, constructed throughout of concrete and 
_ provided with fifteen openings eighteen inches wide and twenty-eight feet 
deep below the curtain wall, all controlled by gates operated from an upper 
platform or deck. This structure, including the navigation lock, which is 
incorporated with it will extend out into the river for a distance of seven 
hundred feet in a direction slanting down stream. It represents the simplest 
and best method for the control and admission of water into the power canal 
except at such times’ as the ice conditions are troublesome; and since it is of 
paramount importance to insure continuity in the operation of such a large 
plant the second intake has been specially designed for ice protection. 


“It is entirely submerged and consists of six parallel concrete tubes, one 
hundred feet on centres and six hundred feet in length which extend out 
diagonally into the river, in an upstream direction, from the boom type in- 
take referred to above. These tubes will be built on rock which occurs here 
about sixteen feet from the river bottom. They will be set at such depth that 
the top of the tubes will be at the same elevation as the original river bed. 
They are horseshoe shaped in cross-section with an inside diameter of twenty 
feet for the greater part of their length, terminating in a tapering section 
at the outer end. They enter the canal through the surface intake and be- 
tween its openings at which point they are provided with control gates and 
expanding mouthpieces. For the first hundred feet from the control gate the 
wall of the tube is continuous, but beyond this and extending to the outer 
end, there is a longitudinal opening or slot of varying width, located a little 
below the top and provided with guide vanes to properly direct the enter- 
ing water. A most important and unique feature is that the tubes and inlets 
are so designed that the inflow of water will take place at a pre-determined 
rate per foot of length of tube. . } 


In addition to the excavation necessary to set the tubes at the proper 
elevation the earth overlying the rock will be removed on the upstream side 
of each tube. Im the case of the tube furthest up this trench will have 
width of 100 feet.” 


You go on to say: “This special form of intake just described will 
have several advantages over any so far devised for excluding ice from the 
canal.” In other words, this was an entirely new design for this work? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in your opinion, from this report, it was a decided improve- 
ment on anything hitherto devised ? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Mr. Curry: To what extent was it an additional feature ? 


A.—The main additional feature was this, that all intakes up to this 
time were what are called surface intakes. That is to say the water flows 
directly from the surface by an intake and under a curtain into the canal 
whereas in this case the openings instead of being between the surface of 
the water and the bottom were lying along the bottom at the same level 
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as the original bottom so that there was no obstruction to the water entering 
the intake any more than there had been in the natural flow. The water 
carrying ice could flow, as far as this work was concerned just as it had 
before because it was built below the level of the earth bottom originally 
there so that the openings were as far below the surface as they could be. 
They were lying on the bottom. 

Mr. Drury: That was to be clear of floating ice ? 

A.—That was to avoid the entrance of floating ice as far as possible. 
There were slots of varying width, each of the fingers had 500 feet of slots. 

Mr. Drury: The slots were facing upstream ? , 

A.—Yes, as a matter of fact I think that is the way they are built. 
These slots would have two thousand feet of total length. 


Mr. Drury: Mr. Lea, this matter is a matter that interests me a great | 


deal. Of course I am not an engineer, merely a layman, This is an entirely 
new form of intake ? 

A.—At that time it was. 

Q.—Has it been tried anywhere since ? 

A.—Yes, it is being tried out by the Shawinigan development. 

Q.—Has it been tried in operation ? 

A.—I believe so, yes, in South America. 

Q.—I want to know what was the cost of this form of intake ? 

A.—It is not built yet. 

Q.—What is the estimated cost ? 

A.—The estimated cost is nearly $3,000,000. 

Q.—$3,500,000 wasn’t it? 

A.—No, $3,000,000 I think. 





Q.—The advantage was that the ice would flow over the top of these 7 


slots and not enter with the water ? 


A.—The advantage was that the entrance of water would be as free from ~ 


as much ice as possible. 


Q.—Speaking again as a layman I have heard a term I would like i 


explained, what is frazil ice? 


A.—It is ice which is formed throughout the body of water under — 


extreme conditions of cold and the motion of the water. That is you may 


describe it as being formed.under conditions when the water is flowing so 
fast it is difficult for it to form. The water is cold to the freezing point or 


even a degree below it. 
Q.—What is peculiar about it ? 


*» 


A.—It is distributed through the water and as it is slightly lighter than 


the water it tends to float. Its peculiarity is in the fact that it is composed of 


small particles distributed through the water and it thickens the water 


slightly and in very cold weather, colder than probably occurs at Niagara. 
Mr. Drury: You don’t think then, it is a danger there ? 
A.—Most of the power plants there are quite able to solve the question 


of frazil when it gets to the power house. But frazil does cause trouble: 


if care is not taken when the water is coming out of the river into the channel 


conveying it to the power house. When it gets to the power house they know 


now pretty well how to take care of it. 
Q.—It would cause trouble in’ the canal? 


' 


' 


a 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now there is one thing more I want to ask you; with the current of 
the Niagara River I have told there is a certain amount of debris 
rolling on the bottom, gravel, stones and that sort of thing. Is it a fact 
that the power companies operating there have had trouble with that sort 
of thing ? 

A.—They haven’t had any special trouble. , 

Q.—But these stones and gravel roll down the bottom ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the power plants have that to deal with? 


A.—Yes. ; 
Q.—They have to take that out periodically. 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Would these submerged intakes offer any difficulty in taking care 
of that sort of thing? 

A.—They are fourteen feet above the bottom and rolling gravel and 
boulders could not get into them at all. They are away above the adjoining 
bottom of the river. 

Q.—You told us the tops were level with the bottom ? 

A.—TI said the openings were practically on a level with the original 
bottom. 

Q.—There is an excavation then ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that rocks and anything rolling down would form a drift in that 
excavation ? 

A.—Yes. In this report I say: “In addition to the excavation necessary 
to set the tubes at the proper elevation the earth overlying the rock will be ~ 
removed on the upstream side of each tube. In the case of the tube furthest 
up this trench will have a width of 100 feet.” 

Q.—So that any matter coming along the bottom would fall into this 
drift ? 

A.—Yes, there would be a surface 100 feet wide up and down stream. 

Q.—And in time that would fill up? 

A.—Yes, in a great many years. 

Q.—And have to be dredged out again? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—That is the idea of this? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Hatz: Is there any danger of the soil depositing on the bottom 
and covering these tubes ? 
_ A.—As a matter of fact, there is little soil. It is a clear river. What 
they were referring to as rolling along, were boulders and small stones. 

Q.—Would there not be a danger of all this gathering at the intake and 
filling it up to the original level ? 

A.—Yes, but there is no danger that it will fill in less than forty or 
fifty years perhaps. 

Q.—Might it not come sooner ? 

A.—Oh no, but whatever time it comes, they will simply have to do 
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what other Companies do, dredge it out, but there is no danger of it getting — 
in the tubes. . 

Mr. Frreuson: The tube keeps it out of the plant itself and out of © 
the canal. | 

A.—It cannot get into he tubes. 

Mr. Curry: As I understand it, these fingers extend out how far? 

A.—They extend six hundred feet, 

Q.—They go out parallel to each other ? 

A.—No they spread a little. 

Q.—And they are how much above the bottom ? 

A.—After the excavation has been taken out on the upstream side, the 
bottom is fourteen feet lower than that and they are set so that the top of © 
the tubes is level with the original bottom. 

Mr. Warsow: ‘So that fas bottom of the tubes is resting on the bottom — 
and the slot is nearly fourteen feet above where you dredged it out ? . 

A.—You have six of these tubes there just where the present bottom is, 7 
and these cover an area of about an acre. { 

Q.—You have told us the top of the tubes was on a level with the old™ 
bottom ¢ 


Bua Vee. 
Q.—And is the top of the fingers level with the old bottom ¢ 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—And on the up stream side before the tubes, it is dredged down to 
fourteen fect below, and also out how many feet in front of the fingers? 

A.—Upstream from the fingers one hundred feet. 

Q.—And this is dredged down fourteen feet ? 

A.—Yes, down to the rock, ¥ 

Mr. Curry: So you have a distance of one hundred feet into which 
will voll stones and rocks and things of that kind, and the top of the fingers, 
the top of the intake is on a level with the old original bottom ? i 
A.—Yes. ) 

Q.—And frazil ice will you say float over it? 

A.—Yes. The effect of that is that we have three thousand feet of slolt 
or opening to take care of the water The water is falling into these from all 
directions. As a matter of fact, it is like a lake with a heutom full of leaks. 
The pull downwards is almost ‘imperceptible. That is part of the idea, so 


that the draw ey not be sufficient to draw the ice or any other body. 
Mr. Drury: The bottom of the river is covered with earth, is it? 4 
A.—It is now. fs 
Q.—What is the character of the earth 4 | a 
A.—The usual boulders and clay. a 


Q.—When that dredging is completed for one hundred feet, will thi 
earth not tend to fill it again. 

A.—It will have sas slope up stream, so that the adjoining cath | 
will not come in. 

Q.—Won’t the current of the river have a tendency to move that earth! 
You have a ditch on the bottom of the river. Will that current tend to bring | 
the earth down and fill that ditch ? 3 

Mr. Fereuson: Do you mean around the side of it ? 





GeorceE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 255 


Mr. Drury: I mean this. The term we used is earth, earth of all 
sorts is liable to movement, under the action of water, even clay is, although 
not-so much as sand. Would the movement of water not tend to bring this 
earth covering in and fill it up? 
| A.—No Sir, it will be taken out with a proper slope. The St. Lawrence 
is full of channels of that kind, dredged out by the Works Department. 
| Mr. Ferevuson: They give them a scientific slope that experience has 
shown won’t be subject to erosion or drift ? 
| A.—On the other side of the river a power company has dredged a 
channel over a mile out at right angles. There is no necessity for limiting 
that distance to one hundred feet. It is a simple matter of putting in a 
dredge and keeping it clear. 
| Q.—You said the Shawinigan was installing a similarly designed 
intake ? ? 
| A.—An intake designed on the same principle. 

Q.—Where did they get the idea, from this ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—<And the Shawinigan is about the biggest power concern in Quebec ? 
A.—Yes, one of them. 

Q.—They are making use of the same sort of design? 

A.—Yes, they had the same designer. 

| Mr. Ferevson: I will quote from your report again, (Reading) : 
“Since it is of paramount importance to insure continuity in the operation 
of such a large plant, the second intake has been specially designed for ice 
protection. 

“Tt is entirely submerged, and consists of six parallel concrete tubes, 100 
feet on centres and 600 feet in length, which extend out diagonally into the 
river, in an upstream direction, from the boom type intake referred to above. 
‘These tubes will be built on rock, which occurs here at about 16 feet below 
the river bottom. They will be set at such a depth that the top of the tubes 
will be at the same elevation as the original river bed. They are horseshoe- 
shaped in cross section, with an inside diameter of about 20 feet for the 
greater part of their length, terminating in a tapering section at the outer 
end. They enter the canal through the surface intake and between its open- 
ings, at which point they are provided with control gates and expanding 
‘mouth-pieces. For the first hundred feet from the control gate the wall of 
the tube is continuous, but beyond this and extending to the outer end, there 
is a longitudinal opening or slot of varying width, located a little below the 
top and provided with guide veins to properly direct the entering water. A 
most important and unique feature is that the tubes and inlets are so designed 
‘that the inflow of water will take place at a pre-determined rate per foot of 
length of tube.” 

| Q.—It is designed so they can actually regulate the rate per foot that the 
water shall enter the tubes 4 

A.—That is it, and that is a feature no intake ever before constructed 











has. 

Q.—And that is a very important thing? 

A.—yYes. May I explain that a moment. 

Witness then explained the details of the plans to members of the 
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Committee, including the reasons for the variation in the size of the slots. 

Mr. Frercuson: If you had had tubes of uniform size with uniform 
openings, all the water would come in close to the power plant, and for that 
reason they had to design it to reguate the inflow and pressure? 

A.—Yes, that is one of the best features of this intake, and is the first 
time in history of engineering that such a tube was ever designed, and that 
is the reason the Shawinigan people adopted it. for the entrance to their big 
new unit. 

Mr. Warxer: None of this you say is constructed, and you have yet 
to find out whether it will work ? 

A.—No, a model of one to twenty as long as this room was constructed. 
Not only that but the Shawinigan people who adopted this feature for their 
plant, had a very large model made of that, and tested at the hydraulic 
laboratory of the Cramp Shipbuilding people in Philadelphia, which ab- 
solutely verified the prediction of the designer. They made a slight variation 
for the sake of cheapness in part of that when they, built it, and one part of 
these slots carried four per cent. more than it should. The alteration and the 
slight variation in construction was discovered, and when it was corrected 
it worked exactly right. 

Mr. Curry: Then these slots are not continuous ? 

A.—Yes, but it is divided by regulating veins. These veins are to 
support it. 

Mr. Ferauson: Now Mr. Lea, just to hurry along a bit, I think you 
are giving the committee an excellent idea of what this thing is. I think 
we are hearing to-day some very valuable information, | 

Mr. Curry: How does the guide vein slope ? 

A.—Towards the direction the water would naturally flow toward thé 
intake. | 

Mr. Fercuson: (Reading) In addition to the excavation necessary to 
set the tubes at the proper elevation, the earth overlying the rock will be re- 
moved on the upstream side of each tube. In the case of the tube furthest 
up this trench will have a width of 100 feet. | 

The special form of intake just described will have several advantages 
over any so far devised for excluding ice from the canal. In the first place, 
on account of its submergence, it is free from one of the principal objections 
to the boom type of intake, which of necessity forms a surface obstruction 
against which the floating ice tends to accumulate and be drawn under by 
the down draft of the inflowing water. In the second place, and for the same 
reason, the inlets are as far removed as possible from the surface water where 
most of the ice is carried which is likely to give trouble in connection with the 
operation of the canal. In the third place, the openings are distributed over 
such a considerable area of the bottom of the river, that the water will enter 
the tubes with minimum disturbance of the flowing stream. Moreover it is the 
only intake yet proposed in which the rate of inflow at every point can be 
effectively and positively controlled.”’ . 

That is an important feature in connection with it ? 

A.—Yes. . 

Mr. McLeop: Is this the original idea’ of intake, or a. supplementary 
one # Sipe teen ; | 


¢ 
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A.—They made a series of tests of different kinds of intake and this was 
the one that demonstrated itself to be superior. 

| Q.—Were the first calculations and estimates based on this intake, or 
another of a cheaper kind ? 

A.—The estimates and calculations that were made in 1920 were based 
mn this. 

Q.—And the first thing you had to do with it was in 1920. 

A.—Yes, | 
| Mr. Hatz: Was this an original idea taken from the consulting 
engineers other than the Hydro men? , 

- A.—TI think this was the idea the consulting engineers and the Hydro 
engineers in collaboration produced. 

Mr. Totmre: They evolved it from experiments ? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Drury: Did you anticipate that without this form of finger there 
would be much trouble with ice ? 

A.—Very likely, because of the fact this power plant is over twelve 
miles in length, and every precaution possible should be taken to prevent 
all the ice you can prevent coming in. 

Q.—The other intake is the common type of masonry screen boom. It 
is a masonry boom and the water would get in at a depth of what ? 
| A.—The curtain wall is about nine feet below the surface. 

Q.—So there is a space of nine feet below the surface, and ordinary ice 
floats on the surface, and the idea of the masonry boom is to draw the water 
under the ice. That was successful in a great many places where ice comes 
down against it, was it not? For instance such a plant as the Iroquois Falls 
Plant. That is the type used there, taking it out under the surface ? 
| A.—You mean the water for the Power House ? 

Ys, 

A.— Yes. 

| Q.—That was the same type as in other power plants at Niagara? 
Have they had much trouble with ice there ? 

| A.—Yes, some, but the position of other plants is quite different te 
what it is here. 

Q.—Ts it not a fact that this intake work is built out into the river, 
and the current of the river flows past it ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—-Flows down stream, continually down stream, so there is a sort of 
double current, the current into the intake and the current past the intake ? 

| A.—Yes. 

Q.—Does that not tend to keep clear of the intake? 

| A.—Yes, and that is the object of building that kind of an intake at all. 
Q.—Has the masonry boom not a good chance of performing the work 
without the fingers ? | 
_ A.—No Sir, not a good chance. 

| Q.—But better. than usual wouldn’t it? better than a case where there 
is a dam, better than that? | 

A.—Oh yes, because there is a difference in taking part. of the water 
cout of a stream and diverting it ard taking the whole water out of a stream, 
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Mr. Fercuson: If there was a dam you would have practically still 
water, but where there is a current it tends to carry the ice away. 

Mr. Drury: This is the same principle as where they skim it and 
divert it with a skimming device. The current flowing past is the same 
principle. 

A.—The skimmer of the intake if built at all takes it over a lip into a 
eross channel which has a high velocity and when the ice passes over it cannot 


get back. , 
Q.—You do not get my idea. I say the action of the current at the 

intake would act like the skimming device....it would tend to take the 

ice away ¢ : 


A.—Yes. The only trouble about the intake is that the velocity is only 
four feet. a second and the velocity down at the other intakes which operate 
successfully more or less, is fifteen or sixteen to eighteen feet a second. You 
have a great fall there. 

Q.—You mean to say that before this intake the velocity is not sufficient 
to take it across ? 

A.—There is almost no flow in the river there. There ought to be a 
drop in the river to make that effective. In all the cases you have mentioned 
in which these beom intakes act more or less successfully they are at the power 
house and I have already said that if the water comes directly to the power 
house if it troubles them there they can take care of it. There is twelve miles 
between the power houses and the intakes you are discussing. And it is im 
that canal that we don’t want any interruption because if that stops the whole 
work stops. 

Mr. Harz: At what angle does this canal strike the Niagara River? 
A.—I don’t know, I think about thirty to thirty-five degrees. 
Q.—There would not be much come down the river which would pass 

into that? 

A.—AIll the ice of fifteen thousand second feet would normally be there. 

Q.—I asked a suestion a minute ago, and I am not quite sure about it. 
It is with regard to the idea of constructing this new system of taking in 
water. The Commission has been charged with the extra expense of that 
thing and I want to get to the bottom of it, whether this idea is absolutely 
necessary and whose idea was it. Was it our own engineers, or the consulting 
engineers that were put in by the Government to look into the matter, this. 
Mr. Stuart and Kerbaugh, who was it? 

A.—It was the idea of the engineers, the Hydro Engineers. 

Mr. Ferrcuson: The original conception was that of the Hydro 
Engineers ? 

A.—Absolutely, and developed from these experiments. 

Q.—And the estimates that were exceeded were based on putting in that 
intake ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Hauu: I would like to know was it an original idea? When you 
jen came on as consulting engineers, did you find this idea worked out by 
eur own engineers ? 

~ A.—Yes Sir. | 
Hon. Mr. Feravuson: (Reading) “Usually only the surface intake will 
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be in service and the loss of head at the entrance to the canal will be of little 
importance. It is estimated however that when the gates of this intake are 
closed, and a draft of 15,000 sec. ft. is drawn entirely through the submerged 
intake, the loss of head will be somewhat less than six inches. This condition 
will prevail for only a comparatively small proportion of the total time, but 
in estimating the dependable carrying capacity of the power canal, the loss at 
the canal entrance has been based on the assumption that only the second 
intake is in service.” 

A.—That feature there, that was a matter of extraordinary caution on 
my part. As a matter of fact it will be rarely indeed when only one intake 
is in operation, and that loss I have allowed for there will not take place 
except for a small portion perhaps one per cent. of the time. I figure that if 
you shut the regular one altogether and make all the water go through 
these six tubes you would get a loss of not more than six inches as that is 
the drop in the water flowing into the canal from the river. 

Mr. Frereuson: Now then, as to cost. 

“The cost of the entire structure will be at least twice that of the 
ordinary fixed boom type of intake of equal stability and with as effective 
provision for the requirements of navigation. The total estimate prepared 
by your engineers is a little less than $3,000,000. In the initial installation, 
however, it is intended to build only part of the submerged intake, termin- 
ating the tubes about 100 feet from the control gates. This will reduce the 
estimate for immediate expenditure in connection with the intake of $2,000,- 
000. When the draft of the power canal increases to such an extent as to 
require it the second intake will be carried to completion.” 
| _ “Experience on the St. Lawrence and other rivers in Canada had demon- 
strated that the difficulties of dealing with ice are much greater in the case 
of a long canal or headrace than where the supply is directly to the power 
house. Hence every care should be taken, as has been done here, to ascertain 
‘the form of intake which will provide the best possible protection against. the 
entrance of ice under the conditions which exist in the river in the vicinity 
of the intake; and, as the canal is the sole channel of supply to the entire 
power plant, the effectiveness of this protection becomes of still greater im- 
portance and a relatively high first cost is fully warranted, I am therefore of 
the opinion that the expenditures involved in the construction of the 
Chippawa intake as proposed, is justifiable on the grounds just mentioned, 
in view of the additional security which this particular type of intake will 
afford against serious troubles from ice entering the canal.” 
| Then you deal with the carrying capacity of the power canal, and that 
is very brief, 

“After having observed the character of the work of lining the rock 
section and having given due consideration to other points which have an 
important bearing on the matter, I am of the opinion that conservative values 
have been adopted by your engineers for the hydraulic co-efficients which 
are the controlling factors in determining the discharging capacity of the 
canal, I am therefore in agreement with their estimates in this regard. 

| “The dependable capacity as far as power is concerned can, as stated 
previously, be based on a river level at Chippawa of 559.5. With this eleva- 
tion and assuming a loss of head in the intake of six inches the calculated 
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| is . 15.500 second feet. With 
capacity of the canal as now designed is about 15, 
a Be ice of 559.0 and a similar intake loss the capacity would be about 


400 second feet less.” 

That would be 15,100 second feet. You go on: _ 

“In view of what has just been stated and of the fact that gaan 18 
to be made for keeping the canal open in the reaches of low velocity, W 7 
an ice cover may tend at times to form, I am of the opinion that the de- 
pendable capacity for power purposes may safely be taken at not less than 
15,000 cubic feet per second.” 

Q.—Then at a later date you made a report ! ' 

A.—As I explained in the beginning, at this time the power canal was 
onl tially completed and practically none of the lining was im place. 

y partially completed and _ ‘ 

There was enough for a sample but whether the canal would be carried out 
in as perfect a way as would be necessary to produce this flow or more T had 
to take a chance, and in making a prediction of the carrying capacity of the 
canal T had to allow for that. When the concrete section of the canal was fin- 
ishec, the concrete lining section which was the governing part as far as the 
carrying capacity was concerned I came to Chippawa, and that was on the 6th 
of December last. The water was going to be let into the canal. 

Mr. Totmre: At whose request did you come back ? 

A.—The same request as before, Mr. Acres’. I came with Mr. Johnson 
to make a final inspection of the work. 

Mr. Fercuson: That is Mr. R. D. Johnson of New York, one of 
their consulting engineers ¢ 

A.—Yes. We then made a thorough inspection of the canal, noted the 
quality of the work and the character of the surface of the channel, and the 
smoothness of the surface, and calculated the carrying eapacity 
of the canal on the basis of actual knowledge instead of calculating 
on what might be the case or might not as I did in the first place. We 
estimated that with a pool level of 560.5 the carrying capacity of the canal 
would be such as would produce 550,000 horsepower in the power house. 
should add here that that would require a little over 18,000 second feet, 
and I had also at that time exact knowledge as to what a given quantity of 
water would produce in horsepower through the turbines because they were 
then installed. They were not tested out at that time but we knew what 
similar turbines on the other side of the river would produce, and whereas 
my estimate was made for an efficiency of 88 per cent. on the other side 
of the river they realized 91 per cent. And as a matter of fact since that 
time the turbines we have been speaking of have been tested and they also 
realize 91 per. cent. | 

Mr. Curry: What do you mean by the pool level ? 

A.—That means the portion of the river at the entrance to the canal. 
Tt happens to be a slack water stretch and is usually referred to as the 


Chippawa Grass Island Pool. That is the river at the entrance to the cana! 
outside the intake. 


Mr. Frereuson: You went back and made a 
to Sir Adam Beck and dated February 15, 1921? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What did your report cover? 


/ 


further report addressed 
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A.—That was at the beginning of February 1921 or five months after 
the programme of operations recommended by Stuart and Kerbaugh and 
agreed to by the Hydro engineers had been in operation, and the object of 
that report was simply to have a look at the work and see how they were 
getting on. 

_ Q.—To inspect the progress ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And, I suppose, the character and efficiency of the work? 

A.—Yes. The findings are stated in the report. The programme of 
the power house and the forebay and the gate house just above the power 
house was about up to the schedule, the earth and rock excavation-was about 
fourteen days behind the schedule set and the cost was, in the case of the 
earth, at that time something over $700,000 above the estimate for the final 
cost and the rock was about $500,000 less at that time. 

Q.—I see you have summarized the whole thing ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that we can get it on the record, the summary of what his con- 
elusions were. I will read it— 

Mr. Hatt: Regarding the forebay; we have heard a good deal about 
the forebay. Was the forebay finished according to the original design or 
was it changed in conformity with the consulting engineers’ ideas ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—There was no change from the original? There was an original 
design for the forebay ? : 

A.—There was a design for the forebay at the time I went there to 

consult with the engineers, 
| Mr. Tormis: That was in 19202 
| A.—Yes. That design has been adhered to with one exception, 
, Mr. Hatz: Can you tell whether or not the original, the first forebay 
as outlined by the engineers was changed afterwards from. the consultation# 
‘with the other engineers ? 
A.—I don’t think go, 
Mr. Fereuson: There was an original design for the canal for 100,006 
horsepower at a cost of $10,500,000, that was away back in 1914? Do you 
know anything about that? 
_, A-—I suppose that design had been enlarged. It was the same kind 
of a forebay. | 
_ Mr. Harz: I have been led to believe from some source that when the 
consulting engineers were brought on the job, Col. Cooper, yourself and other; 
of the consulting engineers didn’t agree with the design, the original design 
of our own engineers and that they suggested improvements which wera 
idopted and which cost a considerable amount more money than the origina] 
lesign would have ? 
_ A.—Not that I know of, what Cooper has said is in his report. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: To some extent it was the Cooper report that 
‘rought you to the service of the Commission 2 
_. A—I was told so. 
Mr. Fereuson: (Reading). 
| “The comparisons of actual costs with the estimates of Mr. Cooper show. 


| 
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that the latter exceed in every case the costs obtaining as of January 31, 19215 


these differences ranging from $90,000,000 in the case of the penstocks to — 


$1,106,000 in the case of the power house rock. 


‘The net result of the above items is a total cost exceeding the Stuart — 


and Kerbaugh estimates by one per cent. 
“In general it may be said that as a result of our observations at this 
time, there appears to be no doubt that the work will be completed close to 
the anticipated date, and that the cost will be in substantial agreement with 
the estimate as submitted by Messrs Stuart and Kerbaugh.” 
Then Mr. Lea gives these items. 
Power Hovse Rock, 


Quantity Cost - 
1. Estimate of Commission’s engineers (a) 251,000 cu. yds. . $595,000.00 — 
2. Estimate of H. L. Cooper Co. BAA OO 45 eae 1,749,000.00 © 
3. Actual to Jan. 31, 1921 Cay 2S0;00 suse oes 643,000.00 


(b) This quantity includes about 30,000 yards removed from the site 


of units 6 to 9 which is not included in the estimate (a) above. 

(c) This figure includes items aggregating $460,000 covering Mr. Coop- 
er’s provision for unwatering which has been found unnecessary and for pos- 
sible faulty foundation conditions which have not materialized.” 

Then you come to the “power house’ substructure concrete.” 


Quantity Cost 
1. Estimate of Commission’s engineers 14,000 cu. yds. $406,000.00 
2. Estimate of H. L. Cooper Co. LA O00 Ss i uke 553,000.00 
3 Actralrtoy Jan. 31,1921 IES UU Shae 378,000.00 
PENSTOCKS 
1. Estimate of Commission’s engineers 4,668,000 Ibs. $653,000.00 
2. Estimate of H. L. Cooper Co. 535 us QU s- 716,000.00 
3. Actual contract cost | 626,000.00 — 


CanaL Excavation In Earrn, 


1. Estimate of Commission’s engineers 7,877,320 cu. yds. $6,110,000.00 
2. Estimate H. L. Cooper Co, US EOD 2 Os tiaras 7,255,000.00 
3. Actual to Jan. 31, 1921 (Coe Ge ae 6,837,000.00 


Canat Excavation 1n Rock, 


1. Estimate of Commission’s engineers 2,235,000 cu. yds. $6,855,000.00 
2. Estimate of H. L. Cooper Co. 2,235,000 “ <« 6,818,000.00 
3. Actual to Jan. 31, 1921 2,235,000 “ “© 6 339,000.00 


And you go on to say that in this there is no salvage and that this item 
will be a large one, 


_ “It should be borne in mind that in these estimates and costs as well a3 _ 
in the actual figures as determined no inclusion is made for salvage of any 


kind, This item will be a large one particularly with respect to the disposal 
of crushed stone, and will materially influence the final costs, 


“Tt will be noted that no detailed comment has been made regarding | 
cost of the project; namely — 


the three other main items entering into the final 
the intake, the Welland River excavation and the concrete lining of the canal. 
In respect to the intake and the Welland River it may be said that the work 
done to date indicates that these portions will be completed within Homans 
mates, the intake dredging having been practically completed at a cost of 8 
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per cent. less than the engineers’ estimates, and the Welland River excava- 
tion at a cost of 4 per cent. above the engineers’ estimates but with a large 
proportion of the material still to be removed under favorable operating con- 
ditions. The combined total cost of these two pieces of work is 11% per cent. 
below the estimates.” | 

Q.—When you speak of more favorable conditions you mean that the 
season is changing and that conditions of operation will be more favorable ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You conclude by saying: 

“It would be improper in closing this report not to call attention to the 
record breaking progress which has been made on this work during the last 
half year period. The canal excavation has advanced at a surprisingly rapid 
rate, twice as fast as was estimated by a construction expert of wide experience ; 
but this is as nothing when compared to the advance which has been made in 
the foundations and substructure of the Power station, which is little short 
of phenomenal when compared to the rate of progress of exactly equivalent 
work, of which a good many examples are available.” 

And this is signed by R. D. Johnson and R. S. Lea. 

Mr. Drury: What is the date of that report? 

Mr. Ferevuson: Feb. 15. 

Witness: That was on conditions at the end of January 1921. 

Mr. Drury: At that time, you expected the canal with five units to 
eost how much ? 

A.—I did not make any estimate of the cost. 

Mr. Fereuson: Your report was as to the design and efficiency, and 
that phase of it ? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Drury: You haven’t examined the cost? 

A.—TI just saw the report at that time. 

@.—And you have not examined the cost since? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—And you are not prepared to express an opinion on the cost? 

A.—No Sir. * | 7 

Q.—All you can speak of is the water flow and the efficiency of the work ? 

A.—In that first report. | 

Q.—In the second report did you deal with estimates ? 

_ A.—We took the estimates of the Commission’s engineers, the esti- 
Mates as compared to the actual cost for the data to make that table. As 
to the correctness of the estimates, I did not go into that. 

Hon. Mr. Fureuson: (Reading) It would be improper in closing this 
report not to call attention to the record breaking progress which has been 
made on this work during the past ‘half year period. The canal excavation 
has advanced at a surprisingly rapid rate, twice as fast as was estimated by 
4 construction expert of wide experience.” 

That will be Mr. Cooper ? 
A.—Yes, 
ett programme had been twice as rapid as he estimated ? 
Yes. 
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Q.—And that report was signed by R. D, Johnson who knew his work, 


and yourself 
A.—Yes. 3 


Q.—What is Mr. Johnson’s standing and experience as an engineer 

A.—He is one of the leading hydraulic engineers in America, or in the 
world. 
Q.—Now subsequently, you made a report dated the 11th of April 1921, 
a sort of supplementary report? 

A.—Yes Sir. i 

Q.—Supplementary to the joint report presented by you and Mr. 
Johnson ? ie 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—And this report was to bring up to date the progress made ? 

A.—Yes. ) 

Q.—Speaking about the several features of it, about the power house, 
you say that great progress has been made. “The first two turbine units and 
accessories each of 55,000 horse power are already in place, and the entire 


substructure for the first installation of five units is very largely completed.” 


A.—Yes. : 

Q.—You say “The greater part of the generator equipment has been 
delivered and is being installed and the balance is practically ready for ship- 
ment. The work on the erection of the superstructure is proceeding smoothly, 
the permanent crane has been set up and is in use, and the whole work is 
well in advance of the schedule. The unit costs have continued to diminish, 
and the showing on this score is therefore still better than that previously 
reported.” 

Then as to the Penstocks you say, 

“Several of the sections are on the ground; and delivery is proceeding 


satisfactorily, andi in such order as to facilitate in every way the construction — 


of the gatehouse and other related parts of the work. The escarpment ex- 
cavation 1s proceeding at the required rate and there is everv reason to expect 
that the penstocks will be completely installed on the scheduled date.” 
Then as to the gatehouse you say, 

“Since the February report, work has been started on the gatehouse, and 
is well in advance of the schedule and proceeding at the scheduled rate. All 
of the excavation work has been completed, and nearly half of the forms are 
erected. Although only about two thousand yards of concrete have been 


poured out of a total of twenty-five thousand, the costs are already running 
very close to the estimate.” 


Then the concrete canal lining, s 

“This 18 necessarily the last work to be done on the water-way of the 
so ae an pelos final rock excavation and trimming’ Up to the 
present time, only two of the ten its provi Ms ey 
and they have a far completed : cine hen have been in operation — 
length. The other plants are being built and assembled. and will be prepared 
to start work as soon as their allotted sections are reads for ial Under 
these circumstances it is difficult to make at the present time a ver eee oste 
mate of the ultimate cost. In the work done to date, the one 7 terial 
have had to be heated, the work protected from frost, ne the condittang gen- 


— 


twelve per cent. of the entire — 
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erally have been less favorable than will be met with from now on. Neverthe- 
less, both the total quantity of work completed and the rate of progress are 
already ahead of schedule. Such results at this stage are so promising’ that 
in all probability fewer plant units than the ten proposed will be required. 
They also furnish fair indications that the expectations expressed in the pre- 
vious report as to time of completion and ultimate cost will be realized.” 

Then as to excavation, 

“When the February report was made nearly half of the total excavation 
which remained to be done on Sept. Ist, 1920, had been completed and the 
work was fourteen days behind the schedule time. The output of the two 
months since then has averaged twenty per cent.’’—or is it thirty per cent.— 
“more than had previously been obtained.” 

A.—As a matter of fact, I think that 20 per cent. is the proper figure. 

Mr. Frreuson: (Reading) “And the work is now only nine days behind 
schedule. The daily output will continue to increase on account of the advent 
of summer weather and because the big suction dredge has now got fairly to 
work on the upper earth section, and is working at a capacity which will increase 
the total schedule excavation output by twenty five-per cent. With the exception 
of this dredging work the entire earth excavation is now nearly finished. 
There can no longer be any uncertainty in connection with the earth excava- 
tion such as troubles from water and quicksand, and from now on the facili- 
ties for loading, hauling away and the disposal of the excavated material will 
greatly improve. 

“Taking all these factors into consideration there is no reason to doubt 
that the excavation deficit of nine days referred to above will be fully made 
up before the scheduled date for completion of the work.” 

Now you speak finally of the Welland River intake, 

“The progress made in this portion of the work is not of importance 
iso far as the schédule is concerned. as there is already ample provision for 
the operation of the first power installation” — 

Q.—You mean the first two units ? 

A.—Yes. 

— Q.—(reading) “It is proceeding satisfactorily both as to progress and 
Cost and in accordance with the engineers’ plans.” 
_- I may briefly state in conclusion that the general conditions on the 
work and the progress which has been made since the February report are 
xXceedingly satisfactory, and add very materially to the evidence in support 
f the expectations expressed in that report, viz, that the work will be com- 
rleted close to the anticipated date of September Ist, 1921, and at a cost in 
ubstantial agreement with the estimates of Messrs. Stuart and Kerbaugh and 
f the Commission’s engineers,” and that report is signed by you. 
_ Then on December 8th, 1921, you and Mr. Johnson made a further ip- 
%ection and you reported to Sir Adam Beck. That report reads: 
_ “An inspection of the finished channel of the Queenston-Chippawa Power 
mal was made on December 7 for the purpose of determining, by observation 
* the quality of the workmanship, the probable power capacity of the canal. 
_ “Such an estimate had never before been made by us because we believed 
‘could not be conclusive until the degree of smoothness and straightness of 
channel had been ascertained and ansinspection made of the general quality 
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of the work actually accomplished. It is gratifying at this time to be able 


to confirm a capacity which has long been anticipated and hoped for by the 
Commission’s engineers but which could only become possible with the highest 


quality of finished work and which could not reasonably be definitely stated 


prior to this time. 

“A comparatively slight variation in the smoothness and straightness of 
the channel could easily cause a change of 50,000 horsepower in capacity and 
it is pleasing to be able to predict at this time with all reasonable assurance 
that the continuous output at ordinary water stages in the Niagara River will 
bé 550,000 horsepower or 100,000 horsepower greater than the capacity orlgin- 
ally forecasted by the Commission’s engineers as a safe basis for estimate. 

“We understand that the cost of producing this high quality of workman- 
ship has overrun the estimates to some extent but it should be emphasized that 
a very slight sacrifice of quality would result in a material loss of power capa- 
eity which could not be justified by even considerable saving in money.” 

‘When the elevation of the Chippawa Pool is adjusted according to the 
report of the International Waterways Commission we believe that an In- 
stalled capacity of 650,000 horsepower at Queenston will be easily accom- 
modated by the carrying and storage capacities of the canal. 

Hon. Mr. Drury: What is the last figure? 

A.—650,000: horsepower. 

Mr. Fereuson: “When the elevation of the Chippawa pool is adjusted 
according to the report of the International Waterways Commission” he says. 

Mr. Mvrpocx: How many feet per second would that mean ? 

Mr. Drury: Twenty-one thousand. 

A.—Somewhere about that. 

Mr. Murpocx: I thought you said eighteen thousand would be the 
limit of capacity ? 

A.—The head would be greater, probably three or four feet greater. 

Mr. Fereuson: Have you been there since, Mr. Lea? 

__ Mr. Murpock: I cannot understand how you could raise the head any 
higher than the Niagara River. 


1922 


A.—They propose to put in a dam down there and raise the ordinary | 


level to 563.6. 


Mr. Ferevuson: What you were talking of was that the canal has the | 


eapacity to take care of an amount of water that will develop that horsepower. 

A.—Yes. Whether the Government put that dam there or not, it 13 
easy to get that increase in power. You can get what pool level you like. If 
they ever come to need it, they surely will put it there, 

Mr. Drury: You mean by that a wing dam ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Ferceuson: It that a matter that is under consideration 2 

A.—Oh yes, of course. 

Mr. Curry: For the purpose of raising the level of Lake Erie? 


A.—That is a dam proposed by the Deep Waterways Commission to help © 


regulate Lake Erie. What I say is 
putting a dam there, which will incre 
will surely be placed! there by the P 
gulation of Lake Erie when the time 


that circumstances are so favorable to 
ase the power capacity so much, that it 
ower people quite irrespective of the re- 
comes that the power is required. 


—— 
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Mr. Curry: Would they have to extend it all the way across? 

A.—Not necessarily, but probably it will extend all the way across, 

Mr. Murpocx: The pool as it stands to-day, and the head there to-day 
doesn’t fill the canal ? 

A.—Oh, no. 

Mr. Fercuson: It was never anticipated it would with the amount of 
water available that would run the canal to capacity. In other words, this 
cana] was built with a view to an inevitable change in conditions. 

A.—That was practically the reason for adopting the canal rather than 
a tunnel. 

Q.—You speak of eighteen thousand second feet and twenty-one thou- 
sand second feet. How do you anticipate that quantity of water is going to 
be available ? 

A.—By raising the pool level to that extent. 

Q.—What reason have you for thinking that is likely to be done? 

Mr. Drury: The idea of your question is under an arrangement be- 
tween the two nations. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Why should our engineers build a canal to deliver more 
water than is available? 

A.—Have they done that? It was not put down for sake of being ex- 
panded in the future, but it can be done. 

Mr. Murpocx: What head do you figure they have at the Power House ? 

A.—They have a head in the vicinity of three hundred feet, sometimes © 
a little more and sometimes a little less. 

©.—That doesn’t fill the forebay. 

Mr. Curry: And with twenty-one thousand second feet capacity, the 
head would be increased at the forebay how much? 

A.—Probably about the same amount as the pool level would be raised. 

Q.—That would be three feet ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Fereuson: Just one question. I take it from what you have said 
that even if the water was not actually available at the present time, it was:. 
a sound proposition on the part of the engineers to design a canal to take — 
care of as much water as they could to the largest possible capacity ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Drury: Now Mr. Lea, I want to ask you a few questions. I didn’t 
know you were going to be here this morning, and I had little time to pre- 
pare, but I have dictated a few questions to guide me. You have been in 
consultation with the Hydro Engineers in the construction of this canal? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And having been in consultation that way, I take it you familiarized 
yourself with the plans from the first. Have you? 

A.—Yes Sir, to the extent that that was necessary. | 

~Q.—You know then the original plans of the original capacity ? 

A.—If you refer to the plans when I went on the Job, I do. 

~Q.—Did you not go back of that ? 

A.—No, I only took the plans on the job, the plans they intended to. 

Vai on. ‘the work with. ae 
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Q.—Can you tell me this, what was the water carrying capacity of the 
original canal, in capacity per second feet ? 
A.—I do not know. 
Q.—I expected you would have familiarized yourself with all that? 
A.—It was not the same canal, it had nothing to do with this. } 
Q.—What was the canal as designed and contemplated in 1919 when 


you came in ? 

A.—I came in in 1920. 

Q.—What was the capacity then? 

A.—The canal was not built at that time. 

Q.—What was the capacity as designed and 
the capacity expected ? 

A.—Well, they expected to get 
tion in the river of 558, I believe, and suflicient capacity to produce com- 
mercial horsepower of, I believe, 500,000 horsepower. 

Q.—15,000 second feet at an elevation of 558 an 
development ? 

A.—That is what I understood. 

Q.—What speed would the water have to flow to produce that effect? 

A.—The 500,000 horsepower 4 

Q.—To deliver 15,000 second feet ? 

A-—That velocity would vary—I am only giving it from memory, from 


eight to nine to ten to twelve feet per second. 
Q.—What capacity was expected in the spring of 1921 when you made: 


your report ? 

A=tn thertalljotel921. 

Q.—I think you said there was 500,000 horsepower expected then ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The capacity then would be what? 

A.—About 18,000 second feet. 

@.—And what would be the velocity in the canal 

A.—The velocity in the canal with that flow would be a maximum of 
about 14 feet a second, or thirteen feet a second, and the minimum very 
much as it was before, or a little less. 

Q.—From eight to fourteen feet per second ? 


contemplated? What was. 


da 500,000 horsepower 


A.—Yes. 
@.—What is the capacity as now expected ? 
A.—That is it. 


Q.—500,000 horsepower ? 

A.—No, 550,000. 

Q.—That is the expected capacity now ? 

A.—That is just what I have been talking about. 

Q.—What about the 650,000 ? 

A.—In what way? 

Q.—You mentioned 650,000 horsepower and 21,000 second feet, that i3 
expected as a limit? j : 
aC perenne what the capacity would be if they raised the level three 


Q.—The change from 15,000 to 18,000 second feet, how wag that got? | 


i 


at least 15,000 second feet at an eleva-_ 





: 
| 
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A.—It wasn’t got. It was the difference between my estimate before the 
lining was put in and my estimate after. 

Q.—That is what I am asking. When you say it was not got, it was 
estimated. It was estimated that there has been an increase of three thou- 
sand cubic feet per second? 

A.—Not quite. 

Q.—Very close to it? 

A.—Oh, no. 

(.—You have told me that in 1920 it was 15,000 cubic feet per second 2 

A.—No, you asked me what the expectation of the engineers was, as I 
understand it. The amount of my estimate was given. It was 15.59 cubic 
second feet at a pool elevation of 559.5. 

Q.—I didn’t ask you as to the engineers. I asked what was the capa- 
city as designed and contemplated. I took it it was your opinion you were 
giving at that date as to the capacity designed and contemplated, and you 
were asked what was the water capacity. What is your estimate ? 

A.—What is my estimate of the water capacity? My estimate would be 
about 16,000 second feet as compared with 18,000 second feet shown in the 
report of December, 1921. 

Q.—Let us go back and start over. I am not asking for the engineers’ 
estimate of the capacity I want your estimate of the capacity. What was 
the capacity in your opinion, as designed and contemplated in 1920? | 

A.—Under the conditions comparable with the 18,000 second feet re- 
ferred to in the report of December 21, it would be 16,000 second feet. 

~ Q.—What do you mean, under the conditions referred to 4 

A.—I mean this. At that time, as I have explained already I was mak- 
ing an estimate on a structure not yet built and whose qualities I could not 
therefore be expected to know accurately. I took such measurements as were 
possible and one was that I took the elevation of the pool at 559.5 in the river, 
and explained in the report that that could be obtained practically one hun- 
dred per cent. of the time. I took that as being the level in the river. I also 
assumed in getting my figures that of these two intakes only one was going 
to be employed and the loss of head from, that intake would be six inches, so 
that when I said 559.5 I was really only allowing 559, all for the sake of 
caution. 

Q.—What was your estimate ? 

_ A.—My estimate was 16,000 second feet and the horsepower at that 
time— 

Q.—500,000 ? 

A.—I did not give you that, that is the engineers’, my estimate would be 
about 495,000. I want you to be clear that I was not referring to something 
that you did not ask me before. | 

Q.— Your estimate was 16,000 cubic feet per second and 495,000 horse- 
power, that is your estimate ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And the speed would be eight to twelve miles an hour ? 

A.—No, feet per second. 

Q.—In the spring of 1921 you made a report, what was your estimate 
of the capacity of the canal then ? 
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A.—In the fall of 1921? : 

Q.—What was your estimate of the capacity of the 

A.—At that time the canal was completed and 
carry at ordinary levels in the river 18,000 second feet. Aig 

Q.—And would deveop how many horsepower, in your opinion 2 

A.—550,000—the 18,000 second feet is in round numbers. 

Q.—And what speed would be the flow in the canal? 

A.—That speed we referred to as from eight to fourteen feet per second. 


These are simply memory figures. 

Q.—It is only memory in my case too. 
increased capacity and spee 
creased ? 

A.—No, it is just the same. 

Q.—Has the slope of the canal been increased ? 

A.—You mean the bottom ? 

Q.— Yes. 

A.—No, it is just the same. 

Q.—What then has been the factor that has increased the capacity of 
the canal ? 

A.—The quality of the lining which is a eoverning factor and the fact 
that the lining is carried a little higher than it was proposed to put it at the 
time I made my estimate. The water would flow between surfaces of rock 
on the upper «portion. ? 

Q.—That smoothness of surface is vital in producing a greater flow? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—And in your opinion it increased the flow 3,000 second feet ? 

A.—No, 2,000—from 16,000 to 18,000. | 

Q.—I have heard engineers talking about the formula, I think it 1s 
called Cutter’s formula. This is the formula in which you work out the flow 
in regard to friction, is it not! 

A.—It is one of them. 

Q:—In that formula there is a factor called “N” what is ‘Nig 





canal then ? 


What are the reasons for this 





A—-“N” ig a factor which is intended to indicate the quality of surfaces. 


Q.—The smoothness ? 

A.—More than smoothness, the character of the surface with regard 
to whether it is a true plane or a little warped. 

Q:—What do you mean by a little warped ? 

A.—A true plane—take a plate glass, a plate that hasn’t a true plane sur 


face will not lie upon a true plane surface. Any warping can easily be done 


by less rigid specifications and methods of construction. 


Q.—I take it that in working out this 18,000 second feet you used the | 


Cutter’s formula ? 
A:—We did, in a way. 
Q.—You would have to? 
A.—Oh no, there are other formulas. 
Q.—But this is the formula that is used? 
A.—Not necessarily. It is one of the formulas. 
-Q.—I-want to know what is the value of “N” ? 


Q ? 
A—lIf you use Cutter’s formula you have to-use a certain value of “N”. 


1922 


it was estimated to 


d. Has the cross section of the canal been im 
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The value of “N” used in connection with some engineers’ calculations is 
.014 and the value of “N” if you use Cutter’s formula is about .012. 

Q.—Let us get on with this. Did you calculate in this 650,000 horse- 
power that you have spoken of a continuous output of electrical energy or a 
peak output ? 

A.—The peak output. That is shown by the foot-note in the report where 
we said that a capacity of 650,000 could easily be accommodated by the carry- 
ing and storage capacities of the canal. 

Q.—Where are the storage capacities there ? 

A.—In the canal itself. 

Q.—At the forebay for immediate use isn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—How long could the peak be maintained ? 

A.—That could be maintained probably four or five hours. 

Q.—The peak of 650,000 horsepower ? 

A.—Yes, it would not ‘be 650,000 all the time. 

Q.—But a peak of 650,000 could be reasonably maintained. for A or 
five hours ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What would be the effect of that on the forebay, would it affect it 
at all? | 

A.—It would lower the forebay probably a couple of feet, I do not re- 
member exactly, but whatever would be necessary to get that storage out. 

Q.—And the flow of the canal in the rock section would have to increase 
how much in velocity ? 

A.—Perhaps two to three per cent., four to five per cent., probably five 
to six per cent., just the variation in depth. If you draw it down two feet— 
the depth there “hefore would be thirty feet and if you drew it down to twenty- 
eight—it would be about 7 per cent. 

Q.—And that would run it up to fifteen or sixteen feet per second ? 

A.—No, it would run it up one foot more. 

Q.—To fourteen or fifteen feet ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you know anything about the cost, the total cost of this work ? 

A.—The total cost ? 

Q.—Yes, have you looked into the question of cost at all? 

A.—No, I have not, I knew what the reports were on the original cost. 

(). you are not qualified to express an opinion as to the eoen? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Neither as to the estimate given the Government by the Hydro 
Commission and the Stuart and Kerbaugh estimate a year ago? 

A.—No, they went through that themselves, they made it up them- 
selves, 

Q.—You know nothing about it? 

A.J do not. That was a matter of weeks of work and T had this other 
matter to attend to. 

Q.—You could not express an opinion at all as to the cost? 

A,.—Not from actual knowledge. 

ee ee have constructed similar sapien 
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A.— Yes. 
Q.—You have constructed them yourself? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—You know something about it? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What about the plant used in construction. Ts there a percentage 
which engineers or contractors allow as being a reasonable percentage of cost 
upon the cost of the whole work ? 

A.—Oh no, not a fixed percentage. 

Q.—There is a range I suppose, isn’t there? 

A.—It all depends on the quality of the work. For instance take the 
construction of railways. For the Winnipeg aqueduct 100 miles long they — 
built a railway that cost them a million dollars for a construction railway 
but that was an unusually high rate in my experience for a construction 
railway. In this case they had to construct a canal through a deep cut 
which the borings showed to be wet. 

Q.—Have you any conception of the total value of equipment that 
would be reasonable ? 

A.—No, that is hard to say. 

Q.—Within four or five per cent. ? 

A.—It would not be fair for me to make that statement. 

Q.—You don’t know anything about that ? 

A.—I do not know enough to answer that question. 

Mr. Frerevson: I wanted to ask you a question I forgot a moment 
ago. You had a conference with the other engineers some time in the fall 
of 1921 wasn’t it? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who were present at that conference ? 

A.—I attended two or three conferences. 

().—There was a conference over there and the Prime Minister and some 
others went over ? 

Mr. Drury: Mr. Lea remembers the conference, the members of the 
Hydro Commission were all there, and the Prime Minister and the con- 
sulting engineers Stuart and Kerbaugh and one or two others? 

Mr. Drury: Your partner, Mr. Johnson was there ? 

A.—He was there. 

Mr. Frerevson: Your partner? Is he your partner? 

A.—No, not except in the making of this report. 

Q.—What was the purpose of this conference ? a 

A.—Mr. Drury as I understood it had made an inspection of the whole 
work that day, or perhaps the day previous in order to acquaint himself with it, 
and as far as I was there my purpose was to explain to him the subject of 
this report, more or less. 

Mr. Drury: To get down to something a little more definite; you 
remember that night the chief matter of conversation was the report pre- 
pared: which showed costs very much in excess of what we expected ? 

A.—Yes Sir. ; 

Q.—That was the chief subject of conversation 2 

A.—Well, I read my report. 


| 
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(Q.—Your report bore on that as showing that the work of the Com- 
mission was up to schedule time? 

A.—No, that report was the first one. I didn’t report anything about 
the schedule, 

Mr. Ferauson: The report you read was this report deaing with the 


water level, the design of the intake, and the carrying capacity of the canal? 


A.—Yes that was almost at the beginning of my connection with the 
matter, as it was with the others. 

Mr. Frercuson: The object of that was to have a round table confer- 
ence, so that everybody would understand the situation ? 

“A—Yes. I suppose So. 

Q.—All their engineers were there, ee and Hogg and the Prime 
Minister made an inspection, and it was for his information you were all 


there to make the matter clear for him ? 


A.—That was the idea. | 
Q.—Were there reports submitted at the same time by the other en- 


pees, do you know? 


A.—I don’t know, but I think there must have been, but I went away, 
T had to leave. 

Mr. Drury: Yes, they were, and the unit costs and the fact that the 
work was proceeding according to schedule were taken up. 

A.—You will remember that I had to leave. My part was taken up at 
the start and I went away. 

Mr. Fercuson: You dealt with this phase of the Cooper report, and 
vou reported on these three factors, and your job was to go into these things 
and make this report, and you made a report and at this conference you 
read that report ? 

A.—Yes. Before other business was was taken up. 

Q.—You don’t know the conclusion of that conference ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Dewart: Did Mr. we fix the date of that conference ? 

A.—The 28th of October, I think it was. 

Mr. Frercuson: Your report was dated the 26th of October and the 
conference was two days after apparently. 

Mr. Tuompson: How does this work compare in magnitude with other 
engineering projects you have knowledge of? Is it smaller or larger ? 

A.—lIt is by far the greatest in the world, absolutely, three times as 
great as any other. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Following that, would you say that an excess of four- 
teen to fifteen millions in the estimated cost was unusual in a work of that 
magnitude ? 

A.—Well, an overrun in cost is not unusual, in any work of magnitude. 

Q.—Is that a high percentage ? 

A.—It is not an extraordinary percentage. 

Mr. Drury: Is it a high percentage, taking the work as of February 
1921 to the end of 1922. That is not the whole work. We had a fresh esti- 
mate and made a new start at fifty-five millions then. 

A. —A large part of the work was done after that. As a matter of fact, 
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the achievement of doing that work is one year, is amazing to me. T hadn’t 
the slightest idea it could be done. 

Q.—You said it could be done ? 

A.—No, I didn’t. 

Q.—You said it at that conference. 

A.—I did not say anything about it at that conference. 

Q.—That may be true. 

A.—How could 12 Of course by that time, I knew Stuart and Ker- 
baugh had said it could be done, and I had already seen the plant they had, 
and neither I nor any one else ever before saw such a plant of such capacity. 
I do not believe that in the engineering experience in the world, any such 
achievement has ever been performed as that. 

Mr. Drury: Of course those are generalities, and very nice, but here 


‘s the fact. My. Stuart told us in this committee a few days ago that he 


made an estimate of the cost in the fall of 1920 and that at that time, the 
haste programme was contemplated, and he made his estimate in view of 
the haste programme. 

A.—I appreciate that. 


Q.—At that time, labor was at its height of cost and ineffciency, and. 


conditions improved afterwards. 


Mr. Fercuson: He did not say that. He said it was not for three 


months afterward. 
Mr. Drury: He said on the greater part of the work they were im- 
proved, and they improved much in the summer of 1921. | 
A.—Yes, but through that winter they had not improved. 


Mr. Drury: Now Mr. Stuart made an estimate of forty-nine millions - 


in the fall of 1920, That estimate had added to it two and a half million 
dollars for interest and some three and a half millions for extra contingencies 
to make it safe, making a total estimate submitted to the Government, and 
by them to the House of fifty-five millions a httle over a year ago. Do you con- 
sider that in view of the fact that that latest estimate was not an estimate 
on the whole work from the beginning, but on a work then in progress, the 
increase of eleven, twelve to fifteen millions is excessive 4 

A.—Eleven to twelve millions on fifty millions is not unusual under the 
circumstances, as I understood they were and as I saw it to a great extent, 
I think it was not. 

Q.—Even when the work was in progress ? 

A,—The estimate was made in progress, but only about one fifth of the 
job was done, and the main part was still to be done when they made the 
estimate. J 

Mr. Drury: You say that when Stuart and Kerbaugh made the esti- 
mate only one-fifth or one-sixth of the work was done? y. 

Q.—How much money had been spent on it ? 

A.—About eleven million dollars. I mean spent in construction. It 
was reported that the total cost including plant and everything else at the 
beginning of the schedule was twenty-one millions 
about one-half of that was plant. You will find that in Cooper’s report. 

Mr. Drury: His report was made before that. | 

A.—Oh no, it wasn’t. What time are you referring to? 


to twenty millions, and 
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Mr. Drury: We will just let that go on the record that only about one- 
fifth to one-sixth was spent at the time of the Stuart and Kerbaugh estimate 
was made. 

A.—Absolutely, that is what I state. 

Mr. Curry: That was what date? 

A.—Toward the end of October, 1920. September or October. The 
schedule began on the first of September, 1920. ; 

Q.—It was regarding the schedule begun on the first of September 1920 
that the estimate of fifty-five millions was made. Is that how you under- 
stand it? 

A.—It was supposed to apply from the first of September, 1920. 

Q.—And up to that time, so that there may be no mistake about 1t, 
there had been how much work performed 4 

A.—There had been a total expenditure reported of twenty-two 
+o twenty-three millions in round figures, speaking from memory, but I think 
it is about right, and I should say that about one-half of that is for plant. 

Q.—And it is because of the expenditure made that you are estimating 
the proportion of the work done? Not by viewing the work itself ? 7 

A.—No, what I referred to then was the expenditure. 

Q.—And you calculated from the expenditure the percentage of the 
‘work done 4 

A.—Yes. At any rate, what I say is this, the greater part of the diffi- 
ceult part of that work remained to be done. 

Mr. Frercuson: That is the uncertainties were ahead ? 

A.—The rock work nearly all was ahead. | 

Mr. Murpvocx: Mr. Stuart made a statement that he didn’t think the 
haste programme increased the cost of the canal, that it was built at a point 
of speed that gave a maximum result as far as economy was concerned. Do 
you consider the haste programme increased the cost of the canal 4 

+. Mr. Fercuson: There was the added factor of the extra plant to do 
‘the work. | 

Wirness: The time for the completion that had been proposed, cer- 
tainly increased the cost of the job. 

Mr. Murpvocx: He said it didn’t. 

Mr. Curry: We have this completed now, irrespective of what it has 
‘cost us, and I understand you to say that calculating the head of water at 
559.5, which you think will be the average normal elevation of water— 

A.—No higher than that. 

Q.—What do you say is the normal height of the water 4 

A.—The normal dependable height of water for power purposes should 
‘be taken at 560.5. 

Q.—And taking that as the normal height of water and taking the 
canal as it has been finished, you say that the flow through that canal would 
‘be eighteen thousand second feet capacity ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And with that flow you will have developed when the complete in- 
‘stalment is in, of how many thousand horse power 4 

A.—550,000. 
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Q.—And you say also that by the building of a dam the normal head of 
water could be raised what? 

Q.—And that would be what ? 

Rn Gas. | 

Q.—And as a result of that you will have a flow of twenty-one thou- 
sand cubic second feet. | | 

A.—Yes. Sufficient to give a peak horsepower of 650,000. 

Mr. Drury: For a five hour period ? 

A.—That all depends on the load. 

Mr. Curry: You say sufficient. When you say sufficient flow of water, 
you are not now prepared to say twenty-one thousand cubic second feet? 

A.—Yes I am, because it has a capacity to supply a flow necessary to 
produce 650,000 horsepower for a peak period. 

Q.—And that would be twenty-one thousand second feet? 

A.—Somewhere from twenty-one thousand to twenty-two thousand. 

Q.—And as I understand you, the canal is lined at the present time, 
sufficiently high that this raising of the water three feet will not at all sub- 
tract from the natural flow ? 

A.—TIf you raise it three feet, J imagine it would be out of the lining a 
little. 

@.—How much ? 

A.—Perhaps a foot or two. 

Q.—As I understand it, you say that it would supply a peak load of 
650,000 horsepower for about four hours. That might be more or less. 

A.—That depends on the character of the load. It is different on differ- 
ent days. 

Q.—Then for the balance of the twenty-four hours, what could ‘you 
depend on ? 

A.—Plenty to carry the load. I am referring to the load which has 
that peak. 

Q. 
of a peak load, and the peak load required would come down and the canal 
would then supply all purposes that would be required ? 

_ __A.—Yes, using a load factor, such as the Niagara load is at present, and 
is likely to be in future. 
_ Q.—And the 650,000 being the peak, it would hold that peak as you 
believe for four hours? ‘aie 
aoe the necessary time. 

Q.—So that you could depend on havine for + | oe is 
Seen eevee p aving for the handling of the peak 

Mr. Mvrpocx: What would be the continuous producing power of the 
canal. When finished what will it produce continuously ? 





\ 


A.—I will try and give you that. I should say it would be within ten 


to twelve per cent. of that. 


power ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the ordinary length of time the peak is required in your ex- 

perience, would be how long? | a 


With a peak load to be supplied, this would supply 650,000 


Mr. Curry: That would be in the neighborhood of 600,000 horse- 
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A,—The peak load itself if only required for a very short time, during 
the peak hours, it may be at the highest point only about ten minutes. 

Q.—That peak is reached usually within a period of two hours? 

A.—I should think that if you take it over a stretch it could be figured 
within four hours. The continuous draft at the peak rate, which is more: 
than the canal would have might be really twice as long as that or more. 

Q.—It usually extends about two hours ? 

A.—TIt is longer than that. In some little plants it is very short, but in 
the Niagara plant it must be longer than that, because it takes care of 
such a great variety of loads. 

Q.—So you are not able to ascertain what the peak requirement would 
be? But the peak rate of 650,000 would not last more than two hours 4 

A.—No. | 
; Mr. Warson: It is a lack of flow that limits your peak of 650,000: 
from being continuous. You simply run out of water? 

A.—We run out of water that would produce 650,000 horsepower. 

Q.—You lower the head and cannot maintain that peak load ? 

A.—No, we draw down storage as all power plants do. 

Mr. Harz: Taking into. consideration the magnitude of works you 
have had to do with what is your opinion as regards this work being done 
by contract. Don’t you think contractors could have been found to take this 
work even though it is of such magnitude 4 

A.—Without a doubt. 
| Q.—What is your opinion in regard to that. Is it not an established 

fact that we can get works of this description done much cheaper under con- 
tract ? 

A.—Sometimes that is the case and sometimes not. As a matter of 
fact one half the big work in the country is carried out as this is. 

Q.—You refer to the cost plus system ? 

A.—Yes, 
| Q.—There are one or two questions I would like to have made clear.. 

We have heard a good deal about the elevation of the pool, that is above 
the intake tubes. 

A.—That is the river opposite the intake. 

Q.—Actually the power is drawn from the elevation of the forebay ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—Some people have the idea when you are talking about the pool that 
you get your power from the pool. 

A.—You are getting it there in this respect, that on the water you have. 
in the pool depends not only the head but the quantity of water. 

Q.—The height in the pool guarantees the continuity of flow into the 
eobey but the actual computation must be made from the level of the fore- 

ay ? 

A.—Yes, the computation for head. There are two elements in power. 
One is the head and the other is the quantity of water and that is determined 
by the pool elevation. The head at a power plant is limited by the elevation 
in the pool. But that is only one of the elements. 

~ Q.—The actual horsepower is drawn from the head in the forebay ? 
A.—No, only partly from the head, and the quantity of water. 
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(.—You mean the velocity or push of the water into the forebay assists 
the power head? 

AThe amount of water that flows down a particular section multip- 
lied by the head gives you power. | 

Q.—Doesn’t it resolve itself after all into the amount of water taken 
out of the forebay 4 

A.—Not at all. 

Q.—The pool is in the Niagara river and it doesn’t matter what 
happens down at the power house 4 

A.—The pool is on the Niagara River and the Niagara River flows 
according to its own ideas and that doesn’t change. If you draw on the 
pool faster than it can come up it won’t change the level of the Niagara 
River. 

(.—After that flow has gone down into the open canal and into the 


forebay with the exception of what is taken by the penstocks that forebay 


is dead water isn’t it? Except what flows through the penstocks ? 

A.—The velocity in the forebay varies from fourteen feet where the 
canal merges into it down to two feet immediately in front of the penstocks. 
Tt is flowing all the time if any is going through the penstocks. 

Mr. Murpocx: If the water didn’t flow down there out of that canal 
fast enough the power you could develop would immediately decrease ¢ 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—Do you think with the level in that canal it will? 

A.—-Oh yes. 

().—How many feet of fall is there in the twelve miles? 

A.—For 18,000 second feet there would be about twelve feet of fall. 

().— But how many feet of fall in the level of the canal ? 

A.—I don’t know, that has nothing to do with it. 

A MEMBER: Seven feet, isn’t it? 

A,.—You would have five feet more over that seven. The bottom of the 
canal might be level and still it would flow. 

Mr. Toraie: I am an ordinary layman but I want to say this as a 
member of this committee that I for one appreciate very much what we have 
heard here this morning, It has been a most enlightening morning for 
everyone of us. We have learned what we could not have learned in any 
other way in regard to the character of the inlet and all through the thing 
has been of great importance to everyone? I am sure we appreciate what Mr. 
Lea has done in giving us in this clear and simple way which we as untech- 
nical men can understand the character and construction of this work and 
the possibilities of it. 

The Committee then adjourned. 


- 


{ 
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Toronto, May 9, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
H. H. McCutcheon, called and sworn. 


Examined by Mr. Lennox. 


Q.-—Where do you live? 

A.—-4 Whitby street, Toronto. 

Q.—And vou have been an employee of the Government for some years ? 

A\.-—From time to time, about six or seven years. 

Q.—In, what capacity ? 

A.-—Up until 1920 or 1921 I was working as a special officer. 

().—And then, what were your duties ? 

A.—-In 1921 I was put on to investigate—on special duty. 

Q.—You have had a lot of trouble during the last couple of years. 

A.—A lot of trouble. 

Q.—Your troubles seem to have come after the change of Government ? 
Your record was clear up to that time? 

A.—I was never in trouble, only while I was working for the Govern- 
ment. 

Q.—yYour first trouble occurred in Toronto? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What were you charged with? 

A.—There was a charge of juvenile delinquency laid against me. 

Q.—That charge was laid in what month of what year? 

A.-—I forget now, it was in 1920. 

Q.—A year ago? 

Q.—Were you arrested ? 

A.—Yes, I was arrested in No. 2 police station. 

Q.—What time of night? 

A.—About 10.30. 

Q.—At the time of your arrest you had in your automobile a woman 4 

A.—A woman with a young girl. 

Q.—A child of fourteen years of age? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.- -Did you have any liquor ? 

A.—Some liquor we had bought. 

Q.—Who had bought the liquor, the woman or you? 

A.—I bought the lquor. 

Q.—Then you were taken to what station? 

A.—No. 2. 

Q.—And were bailed out how long after you were taken in ¢ 

A.—Mr. Ayearst bailed me out Sunday morning. 

Q.—That is the chief inspector 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then the trial came in the Juvenile Court before Judge Mott ? 
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A.—Yes Sir. 


Mr. Fercvson: What were you charged with then, this delinquency? — 


A.— Yes. 


Mr. Lennox: Aiding and abetting the delinquency of {a child of © 


fourteen years of age? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: How old was the witness at that time. 

A.—Twenty-six. 

Q.—You are twenty-six now ? 

A.—I am twenty-eight now. 

Mr. Lennox: And as a result of the trial the charge was dismissed ? 

A.—No evidence was placed. 

().—Evidence was taken on behalf of the prosecution but you were not 
ealled upon to give evidence ? 

A.—They ascertained the facts and with Mr. Hughes acting for me they 
threw the thing out. : . 

().—And some time after that while in the employ of the government 
‘as an operator you were sent to Guelph. 

A.---Yes sir. 

Q.—With whom ? 

A.—There were two men there, Meek of Hamilton and Charles Webb 
‘of Toronto. 

().—You and Meek were there first 2 

A.—No, Webb and Meek had been there a week. 

Q.—And then were you sent up? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—Why were you sent up % 
_  A.—It seems they got wise to Webb, that he was not doing as he ought to 
have done. 

Q.—What was the matter ? 

A.—Meek put in a complaint about him, said he was drinking too much 
‘and was not attending to his work. 

Q.—What name did Meek go under? 


A.—West, I think—no that was Webb. Meek went under the name | 


‘of Douglas. 
Q.—What name did you go under? 
A.—Shaw. ie 
Q.-—How long were you in Guelph altogether? 
NES Probably wewesk. lec et 
Q.—Let us get these names straight; Webb was under the name of West 


you els ue the name of Shaw and Meck was under the name of Douglas ? 
—Yes. 


Q.—And the three of you were known by these names during the time 


you were representing the Department in Guelph ? 
A.—It came out in police court that we were under aliases. 


Q.—And you. were, as a matter of fact? 
A.—Yes. | 


Q.—From whom did you get instructions to use other names ? 
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A.—We never received instructions to use other names. We used our 
own judgment. 
Q.—How long did West remain after you got there? 
A.—Two days. 
Es Taian Douglas and other men were drinking in the King Edward 
otel. 
Q.—What condition was Webb'in? 
A.—He was drinking heavy at the time. 
Q.—Was he able to be up? 
A.—He had just got up. 
Q.—Where were they drinking, in the bar or in their bedrooms ? 
A.—In their rooms. 
Mr. Frrcvson: Where did they get the booze? 
A.—They bought it off Rhinehart. 
Mr. Lenvox: Is that the hotelkeeper of the Commercial hotel? 


A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: When was this? 

A.—In 1921. 

es Fercuson: Was the hotelkeeper prosecuted 
—No. 


Mr. Lennox: There was no prosecution of the hotelman, Do you 
know how many bottles were bought while you were there. 

A.—Meek and I bought a bottle off the porter. That was the second 
information againt that place. | 

().—How many bottles were bought by West or Webb ? 

A.—About half a dozen. 

Q.—And those you drank ¢ 

A.—No; drank some of it. 

Q.—Did Webb do anything further after you got there? 

A.—Nothing. He was supposed to be out of there. 

Q.— Why ? | 

A.—Because Rhinehart knew who he was. 

Q.—Any other reason 4 

A.—Mr. Sarvis called up and gent a message to me to send him back. 

Q.—Who is Sarvis ? 
AH is the officer in charge of the operators throughout the Province 
outside of Toronto. | 

Q.—What reason did Sarvis give you for sending Webb back ? 

A.—Douglas or Meek phoned to the city to send another man out, that 
Webb wasn’t doing satisfactorily. 

Q.—What was unsatisfactory about him 
- A.—He was drinking and he was not on the job when he was wanted. 

Q.—Then is Webb still with the Department ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Was he, the last you knew? 

A.— Yes. | 

Q.—Now then, did Webb take any part in endeavoring to enforce the 
law during the two days he was there with you! 

A.—Yes, he went out. I had a car there. He went up to a couple of 
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places where we secured information necessary to convict and took down 
notes just the same as if he was there alone. Ber ; 

Q.—There seems to be some dispute as to whether he was giviug evidence. 

A.—Meek was prepared to give evidence against Rheinhart. 

Q.—I am speaking of Webb. By on 

A.—They didn’t need any. Reinhart had a solicitor there and sud 
he would stand responsible for his porter, and it went around that West did 
not see the money or the bottle passed, when they were bought from Rheinhart, 
although he had the notes to swear to that. 

Q.—Were did he get the notes? 

A.—From Meek. Douglas, that is, Meek—bought a bottle from Rheinhart, 
and West copied down Meek’s notes, although he was outside at the time. 
That was the only evidence he had against Rheinhart, although it would 
have been Reinart’s second conviction. Rheinhart didn’t know this, but 
Meek told Rheinhart, and that was how Meek got $1,400 from Rheinhart,. to 
reveal that fact in court when it came up. 

Q.—What you say is that this man Webb wasn’t present when the bottle 
was sold by Rheinhart to Douglas ? 

A.—Douglas says he was drinking in the King Edward Hotel. 

Mr. Ranzy: You say Douglas says a thing. Do you know it? 

A.—I arrived there that night and Webb was just getting up. 

Q.—But you are telling the Committee now, what Webb told you? 

A.—We had several rows about the affair there. 

().—Who had rows? 

A.—Meek, West and I. 

Mr. Lennox: Who was with you when you had these rows? Was Webb 
with you ? 


A.—Yes. 
ae that everything that took place, took place in his presence? 
—Yes. 


Q.—And I understood you to say that Webb, although not present, copied: 
Douglas’ notes ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Copied them for what purpose. 
A.—To be in line with Douglas. 


Q.—Do you mean to go into the box and swear to corroborate the evidence 
of Douglas ? 

A.—TI_ suppose that was what it was for. 

At this point Mr. Raney took exception to Mr. Lennox’s manner of 
oe a pointing out that he was suggesting answers to the witness. 

“R. LENNOX: Then did Webb copy any of your notes? 

AeVeshie did. : | 

Q.—Copied notes in connection with what charge? 
_ A.—I forget the man’s name. It was out of Guelph a piece. Webb: 
nu eae my notes to write out to send down to the office, Whether 
ne ee to let Sarvis know he was on the job or not, I can’t say, but any- 

y he got my notes, 


Q.—That was while he was in Guelph ? 
A.—Yes. 


———————— 
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Q.—You say you remained there about a week. Where did you stay ? 

A.—I stayed at Bowles with Douglas. 

Q.—Did you eat and sleep there? 

A.—It is a rooming house. We ate at the Presto Lunch. 

Q.—While you took meals at the Presto Lunch you became acquainted 
with one of the waitresses ? 

A.—Two of them. 

Q.—They lived where ? 

A.—At the Bowles apartments. 

Q.—The same place you and Douglas were staying? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You got into trouble with one of the waitresses ? 
A.—I did. 


Q.—About the middle of the night you went into her room? 

A.—I was in the restuarant. She usually worked until twelve. I was 
in the restuarant until about 11.05. ‘She came over to me and says “There is 
aman named Ellot, a Provincial man there, double crossing the Department. 

_ Q.—Who was the Provincial Officer double crossing there ? 

A.—We were the only men there. He was tipping off every man that 
was sent there. 

Q.—You mean while representing the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was that known down here ? 

A.—Not until I arrived there. 

Mr. Raney: Then he was tipping people off, so as to double cross the 
Department ? 

A.—Yes. This girl, Violet Sears, was Elliott’s sweetheart. She told me 
at 11.05 this night, that he had gone up to Kitchener to tip off a place that 
we were going to buy a bottle off, because Meek had told everybody who we 
were. She said “If you come to my room at fifteen minutes after twelve, I 


- will tell you all about it.” Naturally I had got the information to get Elliot, 


and wanted to get some more on him. 
Q.—Where were you when you went to her room ? 
A.—At Meek’s room. 
Q.—Had you retired ? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Were you fully dressed when you went into her room? 
A.—TI had my coat and shoes off. 
Q.—Then you went into her room, and what took place? 
A.—She just started to holler as soon as I got in. 
Q.—With what result? 
* A:—That before I could open the door, there were about six policemen 
there. | 
Q.—You had been double crossed again ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—When you got in her room, was she dressed or undressed ? 
A.—She had just come in. 
Q.—Were there any marks on her body? 
A.—There were no marks on her, only where Elliot had torn her blouse. 
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Q.—Is that the Provincial Officer 

A.—Yes, the fellow we had got. 

Q.—What was the result of the policemen running into the room. Were: 
arrested @ | > phe ee 
A.—Oh yes, right away. 
().—And were taken to jail ? 

A.—Right away. 

().—And your trial came up when / 

A.—I was brought up in court next morning and bailed out. 

Q.—You were charged with criminal assault. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the trial was adjourned and came up in a week. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who was acting for you $ 

A.—WNicol Jeffrey. 

Q.—Retained by whom ? 

A.—Mr., Sarvis. 

Q.—And Mr. Sarvis is whom ¢ 

A.—The officer in charge. aa 
Q.—Who was prosecuting you ! 

A.—The new Crown Attorney there. I can’t remember his name. 
Q.—So we had two officers of the Department there, one working for you 





and one against you $ 


these remarks that took place there. 


A.—Yes. . ; 
Q.—Who paid Mr. Nicol Jeffrey / 

A.—He was acting in the O.T.A. cases. 

Q.—You didn’t pay him ? 


A.—No. 

Q.—And the case lasted how long ? 
A.—An hour. 

Q.—And the girl gave evidence ? 
A.—-Yes. 

Q.—Was Mr. Sarvis there? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What other officers were there. 

A.—Douglas and West. 
Q.—Any others from Toronto? 

A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—Now when this girl gave evidence, what did she swear to? 
A.—She swore that I grappled with her. 

Q.—And threw her on the bed ? 

A.—No. She said I just walked in and grabbed hold of her, and made 
Q.—And the result of the trial was what? 

A.—Common assault. | 

Q.—You were fined ¢. 

A.—Yes, twenty dollars and costs. 

Q.—Or three months in jail? | 

A.—No, there was no jail mentioned. 
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().—I think there was. 
A.—If there was I didn’t hear it. 
Q.—At any rate the fine was paid ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—That was in February, 1921, and that was well known to Sarvis 
and Nicol Jeffrey, and to the Department generally I suppose. 
A.—It was known to everybody for miles around. 
Q.—Everybody in the Department. 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Curry: This new Crown Attorney, what was his name? 
Mr. Ranny: The name is Kearns. 
Mx. Curry: You were prosecuted by him, fully and completely ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—You didn’t get any favors from him ? 
A.—Nothing whatever. Everybody thought he wanted a conviction 
Q.—On a serious charge ? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Dewart: Who paid the fine ? 
A.—I don’t know, maybe Mr. Sarvis paid it. 
Mr. Lennox. It was not paid by you? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Then you came back to Toronto with Mr. Sarvis? 
A.—Yes. 
@.—Did you remain in the employ of the Department—this was in: 
February ? 
A.—I remained there until the end of the month, but it was pretty 
short, a few days. 
Q.—Mr. Hammond said until the end of April. 
A.—No, I was out within six weeks. 
@.—Then you say you remained in the Department how lo::g? What is 
your recollection ? 
| A.—That was in February, and I got a month’s cheque and went towards 
the end of March. 
Q.—Were you in the employ of the Department, when an information: 
was laid against a man by the name of Gross? 
A.—I worked on the case. 
Q.—According to Mr. Hammond’s evidence, that was in the early part of 
April. Were you with the Government then? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Still acting as an operator for the purpose of enforcing the O.T.A. 
A.—I was acting as a lead. 
@.—Let us know what a lead is. . 
_A.—They get a chap that doesn’t understand methods of getting a 
boot-legger, so Hammond used me to take these other fellows and get them in. 
hey were not going to use me in court, but to get the men into the house. 
Q.—Why couldn’t you be used in court? : 
A.—On account of this conviction I suppose. 
Q.—But the Department had sufficient confidence in your integrity after 
the conviction to retain you as lead? 
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A.—I don’t see why they should not either. 

Q.—They did as a matter of fact ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You would assist or lead these m 
appear in the witness box ¢ 

A.—I had nothing to do with it after they got there. 

Me. Ferucson: The bootleggers would let you 1n, where they wouldn’t 


let the others in. 

A.—That wasn’t the idea. 

Q.—Wasn’t it that you knew more bootleggers than they did ? 

A.—No, it was because I knew how to get them, and the other fellows — 
didn’t. I had the experience. 

Mr. Raney: You had had several years with the Department, going back 
seven years ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Even before the O.T.A. 

A.—Yes, to the time of local option. 

Q.—Under the old liquor license law ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You were a lead man, you were a trainer of these men @ 

A.—I was showing these men how to get them. I was not after the 
little fellow either. There were one or two parties of big bootleggers im 
town and Hammond wanted me to clean them up, it was up to him to clean 
them up and I was doing it. 

(.—What part did you do in the Morris Gross raid 4 

A.—I did most of the business. 

Q.—Do you remember then, when that took place 

A.—In April. 

Q.—Just tell us, give us the facts in connection with that raid. 

A.—Do you want the details of the case? 

Q.—Yes. What took place at King’s? 

A.—I met a man named King on Richmond Street in a house we had 
information against. He was supplying this place with liquor. I told King 
I was a bootlegger and he said he was an agent and said he would sell me so - 
many cases for so much. I went back and told Hammond after making an | 
arrangement to meet him and Hammond gave me along with Nash and two | 
other men money enough to buy one ease. | 

Q.—Which Nash is that? | 

A.—Stanley Nash. | 

Q.—Just before going into that I want to go back for a moment. This | 
man Douglas whose home was in Hamilton, what nationality was he ? | 

A.—Scotch. 

Q.—What trouble did he get into, respecting the $1,400 ? 

A.—He was buying this girl of his fur coats and rings. 

Q.—What girl ? : 

A.—Violet Sears’ sister. 

Q.—The sister of the girl you were mixed up with? 

A.—He was buying her seal coats, a $150 coat and $150 earrings. 

Q.—What about the $1,400 you spoke of ? 


en who went in so you would not 
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| A.—That was the money he was spending. 
(.—Where did he get it? 
A.—From Rhinehart. 
Q.—That is the hotel-keeper ? 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—How long did he remain with the Department after that? 
__ A.—Oh, we cleared him out right away. When I went back to Toronto 
I instructed Sarvis of what had happened, the $1,400 and everything else 
and Sarvis let him out. 
Mr. Raney: Sarvis laid Meek off, dismissed him ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—How do you know Meek got money from Rhinehart ? 
A.—Meek told us and Elliott told us, everybody was talking about it. 
Q.—And was Rhinehart prosecuted 2 
A.—An information was sworn out against him. 
Q.—For bribing an officer ? 
A.—WNo. 
Q.—Why not, don’t you know ? 
A.—No I don’t. There was something in the paper since then about 
this $1,400. 
Q.—Who do you say knew of the bribery by Rhinchart of West? 
A.—Sarvis knows. 
Mr. Lennox: Did he know at that time? 
A.—He didn’t know the real facts. 
Q.—But he knew afterwards? 
A.—I expect so. We talked about it. 
Q.—You explained it to him? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Rawey: Who else knew of this bribery, of Rhinehart having bribed 
West ? > f 
A.—Nicol Jeffrey. 
Q.—He knew it? 
A.—Yes, he knows everything. 
_ Mr. Curry: How do you know they knew it? 
_A.—Because we discussed the whole thing in his office. 
| Q.—Who did? 
: A.—Sarvis and myself and Douglas and everybody concerned. 
Q.—Who got the money ? 
| A.—Meek. 
 +Q.—Was Meek there and did he admit he got the $1,400 ? 
| A.—Certainly Meek wouldn’t admit it. | 
| Q.—As far as Meek was concerned how did you learn that Meek got 
the money ? | 3 
| A.—Because the man with Meek who worked the frame-up came clean 
afterward. 
Q.—Who were they ? 
_ A.—Elliott the Provincial man. 
Q.—And who else? 


| A.—Courrian and Rhinehart. 
/10—J-292-vo. 
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Q.—That is, Elliott, Courrian and Rhinehart were all in on the pay- | 
ment of the $1,400? 
A.—Oh no. Rhinehart paid the $1,400 to Meek to reveal the fact that 
Webb copied the notes and his end was to bring that out in court. : a 
Q.—Who knows, outside of Meek and Rhinehart, that money was paid 
over by Rhinehart to Meek ¢ q 
A.—Elliott and the girls. | 
Q.—How do they know # | 
A.—Because Douglas told them all about it. 
Q.—So that it is as a result of what Douglas told them that everybody | 
knows about the $1,400? | 
A.—And what Rhinehart says himself. | 
Q.—Did you hear Rhinehart himself say it? | 
A.—No, but it was in the paper and they told all about it. | 
Mr. Frrcvuson: You can easily get all the facts if you go up there? | 
A.—Ob yes. | 
Mr. Curry: Did Douglas ever tell you he got the $1,400? | 
A.—He wouldn’t admit it. 
| 
| 





Mr. Lennox: About when was the interview in Jeffrey’s office? Dur 
ing the time you were there ? 

A.—The evening of the day of the trial. 

Q.—Was Sarvis there? 

A.—Sarvis was there. 

Q.—So that he knew all about it ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The information was withdrawn against Rhinehart ? 

A.—No, Rhinehart’s porter sold us a bottle and Douglas and I, we were’ 
prepared to swear to that information but Rhinehart’s solicitor said that | 
Rhinehart would stand responsible for his porter and they fined him $1,000. | 

Q.—And they released Rhinehart ? | 





A.—There was nothing more said about Rhinehart. | 
Q.—Although you had got whiskey from Rhinehart ? | 
A.—I didn’t, Douglas got it. Rhinehart knew who I was the moment} 

I stepped into his hotel. | 
Q.—You were speaking of a man of the name of Nash, who assisted you’ 

in the Morris Gross case. Is that Stanley Nash? | 
A.—Yes. | | 
Q.—Is that the man who deserted from the army ? 
A.—Yes, that is the man. | 
Q.—Did you hear him give evidence at the conspiracy trial ? : 
A.—Yes. | | 
@.—Was he asked about that ? | 

A.—I believe he was asked in the police court. 

Q.—How many days did he say he had served ? 

A.—Three months. 

Q.—Who else took part in that raid besides Nash and yourself ? 

A.—I wasn’t there, I drove the car into the garage to be loaded up. 

eee that after the arrangement had been made? 

—Yes. 
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Q.—When you were in King’s house? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who were with you in King’s house before the raid took place? 

A.—I was in there alone waiting for King to come home. King came 
along and got in the car and got out of the car and ran into the house to get 
a bottle. 

Q.—Who paid for the bottle? 

A.—Nash had the money and gave it to me and I paid King. 

Q.—What became of the bottle you bought at King’s before the raid 
took place ? , 

A.—We drank some on the way to Gross’. 

Q.—Whose money was it that bought it ? 

A.—The Government’s, 

Q.—Then you would be in pretty good shape by the time you got to 
Gross’ ? 

A.—It was only a pint. 

Q.—Now you didn’t go to Gross’ house ? 

A.—I went to Gross’ house with King. 

Q.—Who were in Gross’ house? 

A.—King, Nash, the Phillips, Raymond and Tony. 

Q.—Any others? 

A.—Gross was there. I think that was all. 

Q.—What took place when you got into the house? 

A.—We had a few drinks. Gross went out the back to unlock the door 
of the garage. We were sampling the stuff we were going to buy. 

Q.—Were all the operators ? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—Did you sample different kinds of whiskey? 

A.—Just Green Briar and White Horse. 

Q.—Who did the party consist of ? 

A.—Tony and Raymond, Italians, Stanley Nash, Sam King and myself. 

Mr. Frreuson: And you said Gross was there? 

A.—Gross was the owner of the liquor. 

Mr. Lennox: Just before following the Gross matter, was an informa- 
tion laid against King? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What became of it? , 

A.—It was dismissed on account of giving evidence against Gross in the 
conspiracy case. 

Q.—Then, it was arranged to buy the liquor from Gross? 

A.—Yes, we had paid a deposit on it. | 

Q.—How much ? ' 

A.—I had paid $45 and had put the car in the garage and had gone 
back to get $160. While I went for the money they were supposed to be 
loading the ten cases in the car but it didn’t materialize, He had the liquor 
in the garage but didn’t get it into the car. -Hammond, Jeffrey and these 
fellows went in to search but they couldn’t find the liquor. 

Q.—How much did you agree to buy? 

,  A.—Ten cases. 


oe 
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by you? | 
A.—Yes. a | 
Q.—What became of that? -_ 











Q.—At how much ? f 
A.—$38 a case. = | 
Q.—And of that you had made a deposit of $45.00 which had been f aC 


A.—They couldn’t find the money. 
Q.—An information was laid against Gross 
A.—Yes, liquor was taken there. 

~ Q.—How much? . 
A.—286 bottles. 
Q.—Taken away that same night? 
A.—Yes. wee 
Mr. Raney: I thought you stated they didn’t find the liquor ¢ 
A.—That was what they found in the house. | 
Mr. Lernox: That wasn’t the liquor that was to be put in your autot | 
A.—No, that was in a closet in the roof of the garage. ho 
Q.—Was Gross taken to jail? 


i 


A.—Yes. | 
Q.—And bailed out? j 
A.—Yes. | 


Q.—Now before this time came on, from this to the time of his tm 
were you still with the department ? 4 
A.—Yes. } oF. 
Q.-—What took place with respect to this as far as you and Nash # 
Courrian were concerned. Did he have anything to do with it? le 
A.—He approached me at the time. b 
().—Was he in the employ of the Department ? 
A.—Yes. _ 
Q.—What was his position ¢ 
A.—Inspector I think. 
Q.—What took place between you and Courrian ? 
~A.—Courrian asked me to leave the Department. 
Q.—That was in the beginning of April? 
A.—Yes. He took me to Slavin’s house. 
Q.—Who is Slavin? 
' A.—He is a bootlegger. 
Mr. Dewarr: It that Nathan Slavin ? ae 
A.—Yes. Up there we made an arrangement to go and see Horkins! 
reference to the Gross matter. | on 
Mr. Ranny: Who is Horkins? | | 
A.—lLawyer Horkins. He was acting for Gross. I went down ! 
Slavin’s car—I am getting ahead of myself. I want everything © 
T am looking after McCutcheon this morning—I told Hammond tha 
rian wanted me to leave the Department, and Mr. Hammond and 
spoken several times of the crooked methods used in the Department. 
Mr. Lennox: What do you mean by crooked methods? , 
A.—The tipping off that was going on from one Department to 2 
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Q.—Do you mean to say the operators were tipping off the men they 

vere trying to find? | : : 

| A.—The operators were tipping one another off, 

— Q.—Was that known ? 

_ A.—They had an idea this was going on, but they couldn’t find out any- 

ung about it. 
Q.—Supposing you got a line on somebody and were going down to make 

case, do you mean that that man would be tipped off before you got there by 

aother official of the Department ? 

_ A.—If you opened your mouth when you got back to the office it would. 

hat was the condition of things in the Department. That is why I was 

westigating, - 

Mr, Orark: Did they usually open their mouths. Was that the custom- 

ty thing to do? 

| )A.—Well I have done a little too much talking for my own benefit. 


Q.—You were telling about what took place with respect to the evidence 


j the Gross matter ? 


| A.—After I instructed Mr. Hammond that I was leaving the Depart- 
ent under Courrian’s instructions ? I went to Slavin’s house and I told 
‘ammond I would be back at the end of a month ‘to let him ‘know what 
, going on. I went to Horkins with Slavin. 

1 


| 








Q.—What took place in Horkins’ office ? | 

A.—Horkins cross examined me in the back of Slavin’s car, in the 
*esence of Courrian on the actual facts, He asked me “Did you find the 
oney, and was this man and that man convicted,” and so on, everything that 
ould knock the case Horking asked me. Then Courrian said after Horkins 
i done “Now you see, Billy—. 

Q.—Who is Billy ?. 

S-lhat is Horkins, He was called Billy. He said “You see if 
ash gets up and swears in court that McCutcheon paid the money, Me- 
ntcheon will say he didn’t, and if he says he paid the money, then call 
cCutcheon and use him against the Department.” 

Mr. Ferevson: Do you mean to say that a solicitor was framing a 
ing like that ? 

A.—No that was Courrian. 

Mr, Lennox: The official ? 

A.—Yes, : 

Q.—What was the final result? 

A.—It was thrown out. 

Q.—What did you agree to there? What arrangement did you come to? 

A.—With Courrian you mean? . 

Q.—Yes. 

A.—Nothing more than that, I wouldn’t swear anything against Gross. 
Was to keep out of it altogether. 

i that was at the request of ‘Courrian, the Provincial Inspector ? 

-—Yes, 


oe about Nash, the man who was with you when the raid was 
Adee —t 


A—Courrian got me to drive Nash away. 
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Q.—What was the arrangement made with Nash? . 

A.—He was to receive $150 or $200 to go to Minneapolis. 

Q.—For what purpose ? 

A.—He was the only witness concerned in the Gross case left. If they 
got him out there would be no evidence. : 

Q.—No evidence against Gross ? 

A.—None whatever. 

Q.—You were not to be called, and Nash agreed to accept $160 and 
leave the Province and go to Minneapolis? 

A.—Till the case was over. They said $200, but they gave him $150. 

Q.—Then that arrangement having been made, did he leave Canada? 

A.—I drove him across the River. 

Q.—You mean at Niagara? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was he paid the money? 

A.—We were stopped by the American immigration authorities office, 
and they wouldn’t let Slavin continue. Slavin had the money. 

Q.—Who were in the car other than Slavin and yourself ? 

A.—Miss Bailey and Mrs. Nash. 

Q.—Is that Estella Bailey whose name appears here ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then Slavin you say couldn’t get across and he had the money? 
When he couldn’t get across after he was stopped at the Canadian border 
what took place? 

A.—He handed me the money ? 

Q.—Where did you go? : 

_ A.—I just drove over a little bridge into the first street, gave Nash the 
money, turned around and came back. 7 
@.—You came back ? 


A.—Yes. 
().—And went to Slavin’s house ? | 
A 85; | 


. opal iat connection if any had Slavin with the Department at this — 
time ¢ 
A.—He was hiring cars. | 
Q.—To the Department ? \ | 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—Was he a garage man? | 
A.—He had a two car livery and he would rent his cars to the Depart- | 
ment. | 

Q.—Were they renting cars from bootleggers ? 

A.—Anybody that wanted to rent a car could have one. 

Mn. Fareuson: Was the Department making use of ‘bootleggers’ cars? 
A.—They were using Slavin’s cars, and Slavin was a bootlegger. That. 
is all I know about it. | 

Q.—Was it well known that he was a bootlegger ? | 

A.—Well he had been charged about six times. , qj 

Mr. Lennox: And his car was being engaged by the Department during | 
February, March and April, while you were operating ? 
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A.—I do not know whether they used them after I was let out or not. 


I never drove a car for the Department, only while I was with the Depart- 


ment. 

Q.—Who was it, who authorized you to engage a car from Slavin this 
bootlegger ? 

A.—If I had certain ered to secure, I would go to Hammond and 


‘say I needed a car to drive, and he would say ‘“‘Where can you get one? 


Use your own judgment, and get a car.” I would naturally take Slavin’s 
car as it was a nice looking car, and would look like a bootlegger’s car if I 
Booed to represent myself as a bootlegger. 

Q.—The Department knew you were using his car ¢ 

A.—Hammond knew. 

Q.—Was he paid by the Department or paid by you? 

A.—He was paid by the Department. 

Q.—Now then you say you got Nash across the line and paid him 
the money. He didn’t stay ye ehi I believe ? 

A.—No he came back. 

Q.—The next day ¢ 

A.—Hammond brought him back I believe. 

Q.—Was he back in time for the prosecution ? 

A.—Well, Courrian came back the day after and said, “That son of a 
gun Nash was back in the office.” 

Q.—And then you knew Nash was in the employ of the Department 
all the time ? 

A.—Yes, I knew. 

Q.—You knew when you paid him that he was an employee of the 
Department ? 

A.—Certainly I knew. 

Q.—You knew Nash had given to Hammond information about the 
attempt to bribe him. You nee that afterwards ? 

A.—I didn’t know at that time that all these facts were to be carried 
back to Hammond later on. I was to return in a month. 

Mr. Raney: You knew Nash was honest with the Department 4 

A.—I didn’t know what Nash was doing. 

Q.—You learned that afterward? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Learned it from whom ? 

A.—From Judge Widdifield’s jury. 

Q.—They dismissed the case against him? 

A.—They dismissed the case against Gross and Slavin. 

Mr. Lennox: At the time you paid Nash, it was arranged that you 
should go away for a month? 

A.—No that Nash was to go away. 

Q.—You were not going away ¢ 

A.—No. I had the full confidence of these bootleggers. I didn’t need 
to go away. They could depend on me. 

Q.—You were not to leave for that length of time? 

A.—No. 
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Q.—When you paid Nash, it was a business transaction as far as you 

were concerned ? | | 
A.—Between Courrian, Gross and Slavin. 

~~ Me. Dewart: I understood the witness to say that he would report 
in a month? m1 

A.—I told Hammond I would ie back in a month and let him know 
some facts. He got me before the month was up. EA 

Q.—Slavin was the man whose car you rented. Was it his car you nad o 
that day you took Nash out of the country ? 

A.—Yes, Slavin got $50 for the use of the car. 

Q.—Gross was the man whose liquor was taken and Courrian was the 


\ 


Provincial Officer. Is that correct? i 
A.—Yes. He engineered the whole thing. . 
Meats (Copeman ethene eee employ of the Government? 
A.—Yes. ‘ 
Q.—As one of its leading officials ? ? 





A.—Yes, in that Department. 
Q.—Then as far as you were concerned you were carrying out your 
instructions from Courrian ? * 
A.—I was acting under Courrian’s instructions. * 
Q.—And when you paid Nash you expected he would stay away ¢ That — 


is correct ? 


A.—Yes. Courrian thought he would stay away. I didn’t care whether 
he came back or not. - 
Q.—You had carried out your part ? 
A.—I was doing what I promised to do. ’ 
ee the trial before Magistrate Dennison, did you give evidence # ig 
Q.—Did Nash give evidence ? ’ 
A.—Yes. 
().—And other witnesses ? i 
‘A.—Yes, quite a lot, T think. P 
@.—And what was the result of the trial ? f 
A.—The liquor case was thrown out. q 
Q.—Was Courrian called ? 7 
A,—No he was around the back of the room some place. ‘ 
Q.—Do you remember whether Slavin was called or not? ; 
A.—No I don’t think he was. . 
Q.—And the result of the trial was a dismissal, and the 286 bottles that 
were taken from Gross’ house had to be returned to him ? 


NESE : 
. ae Frreuson: What witnesses were called? You say Courrian | 

calle 7 

A.—Hammond was called, Phillips was called, King was called agains : 
Gross, Mrs. Nash was called against Gross. 

Mr. Dewart: Was Nash called 2 

A.—Yes. | | 

Mr. Lennox: And I think the truth is the Magistrate would not shia 







them. 
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A.—Mr. Greer said, ‘““How can you expect to believe these men when 
everyone tells a different story?’ Magistrate Dennison said “I think you 


are right, I will dismiss the case.” 


@.—As a matter of fact, somebody else swore they paid the money. 
A.—Nash swore that he paid, Phillips swore that I paid, and the nexi 


witness didn’t know who paid. 


Q.—They all differed as to who paid the money ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—That trial in the Police Court took place on the 28rd of May, 


I see here? 


A.—I am not sure of the date. 
Q.—Were you with the Department at that time? 
A.—I was not supposed to be with the Department, but I thought I 


was with the Department. 


Q.—Had you been doing any work for them ? 

A.—I had been securing them information, nothing only that. 

Q.—Then you say you had left in the early part of March, April and 
May? | 

A.—April and May. I didn’t receive salary from April and May, 
until June. 

Q.—Outside of the Gross case, did you do anything for the Department, 
or were you representing yourself as a bootlegger in league with Courrian ? 

A.—Nothing other than I am telling you. I secured the information 
I am telling you now. That is all I did for the Department. 

Q.—They refused to pay you until that time? 

A.—They refused to pay me until September. 

Q.—They didn’t pay you for March? 

A.—They said they couldn’t pay me out of the O.T.A., and that they 
were waiting for a cheque to come from the Secretary of this Building, or 


the Provincial Treasurer or some one. 


{ 





Q.—As a matter of fact, were you paid for March, April and May? 

A.—TI think so. 

Q.—You were paid when? 

A.—In June. 

Mr. Fercuson: How much were you getting? 

A.—$100 a month and expenses. 

Mr. Lennox: Now then after the Gross trial or about that time, you 
were arrested ? | 
_ A.—TI was arrested three days after we came back from Niagara. 
| Q.—That would be in April? 

A.—Around April 11th. 

Q.—Who else was arrested ¢ 

A.—Slavin and Gross. 

Q.—What was the charge against you three ? 

A.—Conspiracy. 
Q:—Conspiracy to do what? To defeat the ends of justice by the 
bribing of a witness ? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And that was brought up in Police Court and you were committed 


for trial ? 

A.—No we were bailed out and had a week’s remand, and Slavin, Gross’ 
brother and Slavin’s wife, bailed me out for $5000. 

Q.—That is the brother of the man whose liquor you had taken ? 

A.—Nathan Slavin’s sister-in-law went $2500 apiece to bail me out 
so I wouldn’t tell Hammond anything if they kept me in. 

Q.—Then you were remanded for a week, and the case came up and 
you were committed for trial ? 

A.—Yes, I was committed for trial. 

Q.—Then the trial didn’t take place until the early part of October? 

A.—Around that time. | 

(.—At the autumn. session 2 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you were then under a charge of conspiracy to defeat the ends 
of justice, and were out on bail. 

A.-—On my own bail in the High Court. 

Mr. Ranny: Who were the lawyers in this case? 

A.—Horkins and Greer, the lawyers in every case. 

Q.—You were under that charge from some time in April or May until 
some time in the Fall ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then what was your next trouble? 

A.—They framed a still against me. 

@.—When did they frame a still against you ¢ 

A.—It was on the 7th of September I went with F'loody and Courrian 
to Mr. Ayearst’s office. That was after a phone conversation in Carlton 
Street with Courrian the day before. I went to Ayearst’s office, and he 
and I looked over a city map. I didn’t know the name of the street or the 
number of the house, but I knew where the house was. I knew it was one 
street east of Woodbine and one street south. I was not sure whether it 
was south of Gerrard or south of Danforth. I think my arrangement was 
to meet south of Danforth. I pointed out what I thought was the corner, 
and then made arrangements with Courrian and Floody to raid the still 
that very night. 

Q.—At any rate you were arrested ‘for assisting in making illicit 
liquor ? 
A A.—No I was not arrested. Hunt was charged with operating this 
still. 

Q.—Let us get this right. 

A.—Well don’t forget anything. 

Q.—Hunt is the man who was supposed to be operating the still 2 

A.—He was operating the still. 


Q.—Hunt was arrested by Floody. Did you come to Hunt’s before or | 


after Hunt’s arrest, 


A.—I went with three other witnesses that afternoon to make sure of 
the house I wanted to take them to. I met them at eight o’clock at Woodbine 


that night, Floody, Courrian, Bell and a whole staff of them, five of them 
Provincial men and Floody. . 
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Q.—When did they arrest Hunt? 

A.—They didn’t arrest him. They left him there to appear in the 
morning. 

Q.—What did they find ? 

A.—They found a little still in operation. 

Q.—Did he appear next morning? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When were you arrested ? 

A.—About a week later. I appeared the second week after. 

Q.—What became of the charge laid against Hunt? © 

A.—Magistrate Jones dismissed it. 

Q.—What became of the charge against you? 

A.—I had seventeen remands, and then he sent me to jail for six months. 

Q.—That was for assisting in operating a still? Hi 

A.—That is what the summons read. 

Mr. Ranry: What ultimately became of the charge against Hunt? 

A.—As I understand it, it was appealed to the High Court and he was 
convicted. 

Mr. Ranny: And he got his too? 

- A.—He was the only one who wanted to get anything. I didn’t de- 
serve to get anything. 

Mr. Bracxin: Who owned the still ? 

A.—It was Hunt’s still. Hunt gave evidence in the Police Court or 
said “McCutcheon was the owner” or that McCutcheon got him to operate 
it. Magistrate Jones says “You are acting as his agent and I will dismiss 
the charge against you and we can put the charge against him.” I had 
seventeen remands, and Magistrate Jones would say “‘Now McCutcheon, 
communicate with the F edéral people and get this withdrawn.” There was 


never any evidence given against me, and “then he sent me to jail for six 
months. I wasn’t allowed to give my evidence. 


Mr. Bracxry: You say you were not allowed to give evidence in your 


own behalf? That is rot. 


A.—Well look it up. 

Mr. Dewart: I think that observation is uncalled for. I object to 
that kind of brow-beating of the witness. 

Mr. Bracxin: Let me ask this question. Are you saying you were 
tried on a charge in the Police Court in the City of Toronto, before Magistr ate 


Jones, and were not given any opportunity of giving any evidence in your 


own behalf or calling any witnesses ? 

A.—Magistrate Jones when I got on the stand said he would not hear 
any of the case. He said it was a case for General Elliott. Mr. Ross said’ 
“T think there should be a cessation of the whole thing” and Mr. Jones said 
*Y es. ” 

Mr. Bracxin: What I want to get at is this. You say you were not 
allowed to give evidence in your own behalf. If that is the case I would 
like to see that Police Court brought here, holus-bolus. You say you were 


hot allowed to give any evidence? 


A.—I was called to the stand and when they started to examine me, 
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Mr. Jones said he would not hear anything more of the case, because it was 
a case that was up to General Elliott. 
| Q.—Did you give any evidence? 

‘ A,=I gave two or three words. 
Q.—Did you have a lawyer there? 
A.—Mr. Ross. 

Q.—Did you plead guilty? 

A,—I pleaded not guilty. 

Q.—Did you want to call witnesses 4 

A.—I had six. ) 

Q.—Why were they not called ¢ j 

A.—Because he would not bring it on. He would let the case slide 
from week to week. 

Q.—You were not allowed to call witnesses because magistrate Jones s 
would not let you. Is that what you mean to say? | 

A.—I never asked for these remands. They would meet me at th 
door and say “Bring your bondsmen.” 

Q.—And you state that you had six witnesses ? 

A.—I had six witnesses. 

Q.—Did you want to call them ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why were they not called? . 

A.—I don’t know. I am worrying about that thing as much as you 
are, | 
Q. —I am not worrying about it, but if you have that kind of a Magid t- 
rate in Toronto, I want to know about it. Are you blaming the “Magistrate 
because your witnesses were not called ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then we should have Magistrate Jones here then. 

Mr. Lennox: A charge was laid, and there were several remands ¢ 

A.—Seventeen of them, lasting three months. 

Q.—And finally you were sent to jail for six months? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How long did you serve? | 

A.—I have served every day, and now I have another five weeks to go. 7 

Q.—Are you now serving? q 

A.—At nights. I was serving first at the Farm, and after I came 
out of the Farm, I was sick in bed for eighteen days with double pneumonia. Le 

Q.—You go down every night? ) 

A.—I sleep at the Don J ail every night. 

Q.—And you have to report at what time? 

A.—At eight o’clock. 

Q.—And in the morning at what time? 

A,—Six. 

Q.—Do you motor down to the jail at night, and pabk to work in the 

morning ¢ 4 

A.—Yes. | 
ty ae who was it was instrumental in getting you out in the day 
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A.—My wife. 

Q.—Did anyone in the department have anything to do with it? 

A.—I do not think they helped me at all. They were not handling that. 

@.—How do you mean ? 

A.—It was up to them. I was working for the Department, and the 
Department knew I was framed, and it is a funny thing to me. I don’t 
know why they didn’t do anything. I cannot see where they did do any- 
thing. Some of the officials wrote some letters on my behalf, but nothing 
eame of it. 

_  Q.—Did you receive any letter with respect to it from any official ? 

A.—I wrote to General Elliott after I came down off the Farm, and I 
had a letter from him. 

Q.—Have you got that letter? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Let me see it. 

(Letter dated Jan. 20th, 1922, produced. ) 

Q.—Where were you then? 


,  A.—I had just come home. 


Q.—This letter is dated 20th of January and you were convicted when ? 
A.—Dee. 16th. 
Q.—That would be a little over a month after your conviction ? 
A.—I was about six weeks at the Farm I think. I went in on the 16th of 
December, and this is the 20th of January. That would be a little over five 
weeks. , 

Q.—So General Elliott succeeded in getting you parolled as far as the 


day time is concerned. 


A.—Mr. Hammond and my wife went to see Dr. Lavelle and the man 


that guaranteed me the work. It was through these three parties that I 
_ was relieved in order that I could support my wife and family. 


Q.—You were taken back to the Department some time in the Summer? 
A.—My first statement to General Elliott was on June 18th. 
Q.—Have you a copy of that ? ; 

m—-No. 

Q.—What statement was that? A report you made to him? 

A.—Yes, a written report. 

Q.—In what capacity were you working at that time? 

A.—I was just writing up what had happened from time to time. I had 


been away from the Department until that day. 





— = 





Q.—Had you any conversation with General Elhott 

A.—TI think I was in his office on two occasions before that. 

Q.—What were you engaged to do? 

A.—Secure information as to what Courrian and all these License In- 
spectors were doing down on Richmond Street. 

Q.—Tell me who they were. ; 

A.—They were Courrian, Cantwell, Partridge’s name was mentioned 
and Gross, but Gross I do not think was working there then. He wasn’t with 
the Department. 
_ Q.—These were men in the employ of the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 
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(.—Then you were to investigate certain officials in the Department? 

A.—Their actions. 

Q.—Now then, at whose request or suggestion were you engaged ? 

A.—General Elliott’s. 

Q.—And during the time you were engaged to investigate the actions of 
these officers of the Department, you were on bail, charged with conspiring 
to defeat the ends of justice ¢ 

A.—I was on my own bail. 

Q.—But you were on bail 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you were found guilty ? 

A.—Yes they found me guilty. 

Q.—The jury found you guilty. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the sentence ? 

A.—Suspended. | | 

Q.—The other men charged were Slavin and Gross. What became of 
them ? 

A.—They were acquitted. 

Mr. Ranzny: When was this? 

A.—The latter part of October or the first of October. 

Q.—Then you were dismissed from the Department I believe? 

A.—No I was with the Department up to that time. I was running in 
and out of the Police Court defending the frame up against me. 

Q.—When did you cease to be with the Department. 

A.—When I was sent to Jail. That was the only time I knew definitely 
I was. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—The 16th of December. 

Q.—What time were you paid up to? 

A.—Up to September. J was running around for the Department until 
I was sentenced, trying to defend myself against the charges laid by them. 

Q.—But you were only paid until September ? 

A.—Yes, but I was promised it. 

Q.—By whom ? 

A.—Mr. Hammond said I would get it. 

@.—Did you put in a bill? 

A.—I am grey-headed asking for it. 

Q.—Has he promised it to you lately ? 

A.—Nothing has been said lately. 

Q.—Did he promise you more than once that you would be paid ? 

A.—Hammond said it would be cleared up and I would get what was 
coming to me. | 

os Lennox: You started to work investigating the inside of the depart- 
ment ¢ 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And the first report you made was on the 17th of June? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—To whom did you make reports from time to time? 
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A.—Mostly or always to Mr. Hammond. 

Q.—Were they made verbally or in writing ? 

A.—In writing and signed. 

Q.—And how frequently did you make reports? 

A.—Sometimes twice a day or three times a day. Always at his place 
or some place else or I phoned into his house to meet me at some corner or 


4 building where I wouldn’t be seen. I would hand him my report or I would 
_ be going to see him on some business and give it to him. 


@.—These written reports had reference to the work you were doing 


investigating for the department ? 


A.—Yes. 
Mr. Ferauson: You were investigating the honesty ioe other officials 


of the department ? 


A.—The dishonesty. 
Q.—And to your knowledge was any action taken on the reports you 


sent in there, from day to day? 


A.—None whatever that I ever heard of. 
Mr. Lennox: Now then after you had been working as an investigator 


to clean up the department you found that you would require the services of 


an auto ? 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—And I see that on July 7 apparently you got a car? 
A.—I paid a deposit on a car. 
Q.—Just explain to the committee the facts in connection with the pur- 


chasing of a car for you? 


A.—Well, at the final conversation as to whether I was to be hired—. 
Q.—When was that? 

A.—I was called to General Elliott’s office around June 11. 

Q.—Who were there? 

A.—Hammond, Genera] Elliott and myself. 

Q.—I went to General Elliott’s office and I said the information I had 


was worth $3.000 and General Elliott couldn’t see his way clear to pay me 


$3.000 and I said I would go on and investigate but if I did I would want a 
salary and expenses and a motor car. I on him I was an expert on autos 
and I knew of a car which I could buy cheap and that I would like to get 
that car. General Elliott says, suggested to Hammond, advance me $250 out 
of this check advanced to him, to secure the car. 

Q.—You mean there was money to be advanced to Hammond to pay 
for expenditure on this investigation ? 

A.—yYes. $2,500 or something like that. It was put in his name and 
he could make checks on it. The check didn’t come through for a while and 
I waited probably a week or two and then Hammond got the check and I 
went to his house and he gave me the $250 and I went and got the car. 

a —What was the price of the car? 

A.—$500. 

Q.—And $250 was paid on the car? 

A.—Yes, and then I paid the August payment out of my own pocket. 

Q.—Then that was $300 paid? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Where is the car now? 

A.—The bailiff seized it and sold it. 

Q.—Seized it from your possession 4 

A.—It was bought in my name and was to become my property at the 
end of the investigation. That was the bargain. 

Q.—You weren’t able to pay the rest and the Government didn’t. 

A.—They wouldn’t pay that. 

Q.—So the car was seized’ and sold ? 

A.—Yes, sold for $200. 

Q.—When was it sold? 

A.—Three weeks ago. 

Q.—The first entry in your expense statement is “Cash statement of fi 
E.D.L. Hammond showing advances of money to H.H. McCutcheon, to — 
investigate on behalf of eel Elliott for the Police department moneys : 
received July 17, 1921; paid in cash to H.H. McCutcheon, service of car 
$250.” This is the $250 on the purchase price ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then you received in all $1125 according to this statement ? 

A.—If that is my expense sheet there is $185 of a balance coming to me. — 

Q.—This comes down to November, they paid you on October 2, $10, 
October 4, $10, October 6, $10, October 7, $10, October 11, $10, October 129 
$25, October 15, $10, October 17, $10, Novouthee 4, $10. Ane on November — 
11 there is $30.05. : 

A.—That is the last date I received expenses. 

@.—November 4. 

A.—I didn’t get wages from September but I got expenses. . 

Q.—You got expenses from 17th of July up to the 17th of October in 
this statement and in jthis you got $40 in November, but they didn’t pay © 
you a salary during September or October ? 

'A.—No. 

Q.—Although they were paying expenses ? 

@.—Then the total bill of expense amounted to $895 up to August 22 and 
then on September 27, 1921 there is a bill of expenses of $230.05 or a total 
expenditure of $1125.05. Then it says “expense money advanced to H.H. 
McCutcheon as shown in the cash statement $1125.05. That apparently is_ 
what you received ¢ 

A.—I think that includes wages doesn’t it? 

Q.—Yes, they paid oy righ along. That is including the car and 
everything. 

A.—That was a pretty aha statement for a servant like I was. 

cae paid $250 for the car which you got, and it was your car? 

—Yes 

Q.—And in addition to that in your expense account which amounts 
to $1125 there are charges for hire of a car of $25 a week ? 

A.—That is the way we covered up the money. 

Q.—What do you mean by “covered up the money?” 

A.—I was advanced $250 and I simply put that mee on the expense 
sheet, so much at a time, until it was eat up. 

Q.—The car here, aes with the other expenses a dtetnts to $8952? 
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A.—Yes. x 
~  Q.—So they must have allowed you $25 a week for your car while you 
had the car? ; | 

A.—If they had done so I would have paid for the car. 

Q.—But it is in your expenses. 

A.—That is up to September. 

Q.—Now, these items for car hire are included in the amount that you 
received, are part of your expense account ? 
A.— Yes. 
Q.—Just the same as buying a bottle of whiskey when you are investigat- 


A.— Yes. 

Q.—So you got the car? 

A.—I didn’t get the car. 

Q.—You got $250 of value in a car? 

A.—Yes, and lost $50 of my own. 

Q.—<And they allowed you in addition to that $25 a week ? 


A.—No no. 
Q.—They paid $250 on the car? 
A.—Yes. » 


Q.—And in your expense account you charge so much a week for 
expenses for car hire? 


A.— Yes. 
Q.—And you were paid $1125? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—And if you hadn’t been paid the car hire you charged you would 
have.been paid that much less? 

A.—Yes, $800 and something. 

Q.—So that they paid for car hire which brought the amount to $1125 
and gave you the car, that is correct, isn’t it? 

~A.—Yes, the $250 and all expenses are included in the $1125. 

Mr. Rawey: You received $250 and accounted for that in payments 
of $25 a week for ten weeks ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That is the whole story, that is simple enough. If you hadn’t had 
that car you would have had to hire a car and it would have cost a lot more 
money to the department 4 

A.—Yes. . 

Mr. Lennox: They charged you $250 for the car that they bought, is 
that correct ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Your total expenses amounted to $1125 and that total amount was 
made up in part of the $250 that they charged you for the car and made up of 
the $25 a week that you charged for the hire of the car. In other words 
if they hadn’t advanced you the $250 for the car and if they hadn’t paid you 
$25 a week for the hire of the car your expenses would have been that much 
less, wouldn’t they ? | 

A.—Obh no no. | 

Q.—You see here is a list of your expenses ? 
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A.—Yes, yes, that is the way I expended the money I received. 

Q.—And that amounts to $895 ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the $895 is made up of trips to different places purchasing 
liquor and car hire. Now, we will eliminate the $250 altogether for the 
moment and suppose it was a car you got from some person else. They 
were paying you $25 a week or almost every week for the use of the car. It 
was part of your expenses and if you hadn’t made it part of your expenses 
you would have been that much out? 

A.—No, those are only the items to September 16, how much money have 
I received up to that date? 

Q.—$1125. 

A.—What about November ? 

Q.—The point I want to make is this; if these charges for car hire 
had not been in the detailed statement of expenses the amount that they would 
have had to pay you would have been that much less ? 

A.—No, it wouldn’t have been that much less. They would have had to 
pay for the car at any rate. 

Q.—I am speaking of you. I want to ask you this; if you had not 
made any charge for the car wouldn’t your expenses have amounted to $895? 

A.—In that way, yes. 

@.—And they also paid you $250 for the car? 

A.—No they didn’t. 

Q.—Didn’t they pay McLaughlin’s $250 ? 

A.—No, they advanced me $250 and I gave it to Breakey. 

Mr. Bracxry: Did you get $250 from the Government to give to the 
man from whom you bought the car and in addition to that did you get $25 
a week for the hire of the car? 

A.—No I didn’t. 

Mr. Lennox: You got the $250 to pay Breakey ? 

A.—I got $250 and I just continued my expense sheet at so much a 
week for car hire until I ate up the $250. 

Mr. Bracxin: You didn’t get the $25 a week in addition to the $250. 
You absorbed the $250 they had already paid you by putting it in at $25 a 
week for ten weeks, so it was only $250 altogether. 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Then why are you charged this $250? 

A.—That is what I don’t know. 

Mr. Frereuson: You should not be charged twice in your expenses. 
You see you are charged with $250 for the car and with the auto hire. You 
should not be charged with both? 

A.—No. 

_ Mr, Lennox: Well you are charged with both. . . . Who were assist- 
ing you in this investigation ? 

A.—There was my brother. 

Q.—That is Sam McCutcheon, isn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who else? 

A.—Miss Bailey corroborated a lot of evidence. 
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Q.—That is the lady who went to Niagara with you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who else ? 

A.—A man named Stewart put in some valuable information. 

Q.—Who else? 

A.—Lloyd Gordon and Mrs. Collins. 

Q.—It was Gordon and Mrs. Collins who ran away to Regina from 
Kitchener ? 

A.—yYes. He accepted a bribe there while he was a partner of mine. 

Q.—Was Gordon an operator ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—He was sent to Kitchener? | 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—He was with you? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—What took place while you were there with Gordon ? 

A.—We secured seven informations. 

Mr. Raney: When was this ? 

A.—In February, 1920. 

Q.—That was the year before the Guelph incident ? 

A.—No, I think it was just a month before that, in 1921, I guess. It 
was about a month before the Guelph affair. 

Mr. Lennox: What took place? 

A.—Mr. Ayearst and Mr. Sarvis gave me the information to go to Kit- 
chener and I knew this man Gordon was a native of Kitchener and he wanted 
to make some money. I thought I would use him to go to Kitchener to clean 
up these people. He knew everybody in Kitchener and we went there and 
secured seven informations. 

Q.—Had Gordon been in the employ of the Department? 

A.—He had just started. 

Mr. Homuru: What did Gordon do before he went into the Department ! 
Do you know ? 

A.—You mean what did he work at 

Q.—Yes. : 

A.—Oh, he was a teamster. He had just come back from the West and 
hadn’t struck a job. This man Gordon could get liquor and I went with him. 
We secured seven informations and gave the bottles as we got them and the 
reports to Matt Beckett and another inspector, Inspector Elhott. 

Mr. Ranry: Is Beckett the inspector there 4 

A.—No, another man is inspector for Kitchener, but the three of them 
were together there. Elliott suggested that after we came from Toronto at 
the end of the week we could go to Stratford and spend a few days there. 

Q.—Elliott suggested that 4 

A.—Yes. We went to Stratford Monday morning and returned to Kit- 
chener on Tuesday night. When we got back to the American House, Charles 
Bruder said to Gordon, “Your uncle wants to see you at the slaughter house” 
I went up the street. I was expecting to hear from Toronto and I went to the 
post office. On the way Gordon’s father drove up in a ear and said “They 
want to see you in the abattoir, jump in the car.” I wouldn’t get in the car. 
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J knew something was up and I went into the post-office and they took Gordon 
down. When we went back to the hotel Bruder called up and he went to 
the abattoir. They told Gordon they had our photos. | 

Mr. Ranry: Who do you mean by “they” ? 

A.—Charles Bruder. 

Q.—Had you a case against him ? 

A.—Yes, three cases. Two were bartenders. but everybody we had 
information against were at this abattoir to meet Gordon and they told him 
information had come from headquarters in Toronto, that he was to put it over 
me and take this money and beat it to Regina. 

Q.—What money ? 

A.—$700.00. 

Q.—And who was to give him that? 

A.—The bootleggers. 

Q.—These men you had information against? 

A.—Yes. They gave him $700 and two tickets to Regina. 

Q.—Why two tickets ? 

A.—Mrs. Collins, she was to go along with him. When he came back 
to the hotel he said, “They are wise to us” and I said ‘I know it, the best 
we can do is to go back to Toronto.” He said no, he had a date with a girl 
and had to stay there. I couldn’t drag him from Kitchener. I caught a 
train and came home. He was to take the early train in the morning and 
meet me on Carlton Street. I went to the office and couldn’t find him and 
went back there to where I knew he would be. He was hiding, waiting for 
Mrs. Collins to pack her trunk and take a ear to the station with a man 
from Kitchener named William Strutt, who came to Toronto with Gordon 
with the money and stayed with him until he changed his clothes and took 
the 3.20 train for Detroit, in the afternoon. 

Mr. Lennox: You say they went from there to Regina ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was that reported to the Department ? 

A.—Yes, that is all in the reports. 

Q.—How long did Gordon stay away ? 

A.—He stayed away a little over three months. 

@.—Then he came back ? . 

A.—Yes. , 

@.—And when did he start to work for the Department again 

A.—He wrote me from Regina after he had been away six weeks, say- 
ing that he was hard up and they hadn’t given him as much as he expected. 
That he couldn’t get a job and wanted: to come back, and he offered if I 
would go to Mr. Ayearst and send two tickets, he would come back and still 
go on the information. 

Q.—That he would double cross them ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you reply to that? : 

A.—Yes, I took it to Mr. Ayearst, and he told me to write another letter. 

Q.—Did you get an answer? 

A.—Yes. He was willing to come back. Mr. Ayearst told me to write 
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and see if he would come to Fort William. I wrote again, but in the mean- 
time he had written to Kitchener and received more money. 

Q.—Then he did finally turn up? 

A.—Yes, he came back. 

Q. When did he come back into the employ of the iitotorthents 

A.—Some time in August. I was instructed to get all the information 
I could and I had Gordon write out his report to Nk. Hammond on just 
‘what happened in Kitchener, everything. Hammond had that report, and 
I said to Hammond “How would it be if I used Gordon to go to Slavin with 
me, and we will get some real dope there?’ However, Gordon worked a little 
while, but while he was in a Cadillac car, he got into some trouble over a 
Victory Bond. | 

Q.—He was arrested and sent to jail? 

 A.—Yes. 

Q.—For stealing a Victory Bond 4 

A.—For taking part in it, or being in the car. The other fellow got 
a year. 

Q.—How much did Gordon. get ? 

A.—He got thirty days for being there. 

Q.—Was he in the employ of the Government then 4 

A,.—yYes, he had been on about two weeks. 

Mr. Raney: Under whom ? 

A.—Under Mr. Hammond and I. 
| Q.—Did Mr. Hammond know of his having run away from Kitchener, 
of his having been bribed from Kitchener and run away? 

LEV ea, Those facts were all known. Gordon went to Ayearst’s office 
to look for a job with my brother. 

Mr. Frereuson: This information is all viento’ in the reports. 

A.—Yes, a good deal of it. | 

Mr. Lennox: You say he was with you investigating and cleaning up 
for two weeks when he was arrested for having some connection with the 
stealing of a Victory Bond 4 

A.—He was, yes. 

_ Q.—Then what became of him? 

A.—He came back. He got out of jail and I told Mr. Hammond I 
didn’t think we had better have anything to do with this man Gordon. We 
have all he knows. Give him a few dollars coming to him and let him go. 
Hammond was satisfied to do that, and since hen Gordon didn’t do any 
work for the Department. 

Q.—You were telling about talking to Mr. Ayearst, when was that ? 

A.—In August some time. 

Q.—That was after his return eae Regina ¢ 

A.—Yes. It was around August some time. 

Q.—What was the idea of talking to Ayearst? To get him reinstated ? 

A.—He was asking if they would take him on. 

Q.—Was he iets on by the Government after that, éther than to in- 

vestigate ? 
| A.—No Sir, only as I say to get the information as to this Kitchener 
affair. 
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Q.—Was he working in connection with you or Mr. Hammond on that 
occasion ? 

A.—With me, and under Hammond’s instructions. 

Q.—Where is he now, do you know? | 

A.—He is working for the Toronto Transportation Commission, on 
tracks [ think. 

Q.—I notice in the expenses there is $119.60 paid to Gordon ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that he apparently was working cleaning up from the first of 
July until the 31st of August. 

A.—<At what dates ? 

Q.—From the first of July until the 31st of August. That would be 
two months. Would that be Gordon ? 

A.—That would be two weeks in each month, if you look at the dates. 

Q.—Let me read them to you. He was working on the Ist, 2, 3, 4, 5. 
6, 7, 8, 9th, consecutively, down to the 24th of July, every day. Then he 
started again on the 24th of August. I see what you mean. Is this correct, 
that the reason that he was not working from the 24th of July to the 24th of 
August, was that he was in jail ? 

A.—That is a fact. 

Q.—And after he came out of jail, he still continued with the work? 

A.—Well he was with me to finish up a little item or two. 

Q.—He came out of jail and went back to work at the same position 
as he was performing and oceupied prior to the time he was sent to jail for 
thirty days. Isn’t that correct ? 

A.—Under my instructions. 

Q.—Who was paying him ? 

A.—The Government paid him. It was only three days he worked. 

Mr. Fsreuson: From the 24th of August to the 31st of August, that 
is one full week. Incidentals are charged every day, to buy drinks, for 
expenses, hotel, etc. About eight dollars expenses for the week. 

Mr. Bracxin: That would not be work in connection with the Kit- 
chener information. 

A.—They framed me with this still, and I was sending to these places to 
get the real dope. He was not supposed to be working with me, he was getting 
the information. 

Mr. Lennox: He rendered the bill in his own name. He was paid 
$3.55, $2.25, $3.00, $3.40, about twenty-five dollars all together, from 24th 
of August, to the end of August. That is his expense sheet. 

Mr. Raney: Do I understand that you take responsibility for what was 
done in that connection ? 

A.—I will. 

Q.—Did Mr. Hammond know he had been in jail ? 

A.—Not when he started. 

Q.—When he came out of jail, I understood you to say he had some 
little bit of work to do. 

A.—Yes. ~ 


Q.—Did Mr. Hammond know you had him assisting you after he came 
out of jail? : 
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A.—Hammond didn’t know he had started with me. When I mentioned 
it to Hammond, Hammond agreed that I should get rid of him. 

Q.—Do you take responsibility for having him working with you after 
he came out of. jail ? 

A.—It depends on whether you mean [ hired him or gave him instruc- 
tions. I took him to Hammond and he read this report, and Hammond 
said, “He can help you.” 

Q.—But is in the first instance? After he came out of jail and served 
this term in jail, he worked for you two or three days or whatever it was 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did Hammond know he was still assisting you? 

A.—He didn’t know until I had told him. 

Mr. Lennox: Here is a receipt apparently dated August 21, received 
from H. H. McCutcheon, $50 advanced by E. D. L. Hammond, for Gordon’s 
wages. 

A.—That is two weeks salary paid me, and I gave it to Mrs. Collins. 

Q.—That was while he was in jail? 

A.—Yes, I had an order from Gordon to handle it, and that was a 
receipt issued. I had given her the money. 

Q.—That was while he was in jail, that Hammond gave you the money 
and you gave ‘it to her? | 

A.—He gave me Gordon’s wages. 

Mr. Crarx: Is that wages for while he was in jail, or wages previously 
earned ? 

A.—Wages previously earned. 

Mr. Lennox: Then he came back apparently on the 24th of August. 
When did you first see him after he got out ? ) 

A.—On that date. 

Q.—Where did you see him? In Hammond’s office ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Where did you see him ? 
A.—I met him. 


Q.—What took place between you and him? 

A.—I suggested that he go with my brother down east to 33 Waverly 
Road. I can point out where that money came in, and it was well spent. I 
sent him with my brother to 33 Waverly Road, East Toronto. 

Q.—When did you see Hammond about him? 

A.—I could not do the work myself, but I eould show the men what to 
do. After I had been there myself, I sent this man with my brother. That 
was a case where you couldn’t buy one unless you used a certain official’s 
uame. I said, “Do you know Alec Courrian?’ and this woman said “Yes, 
come right in.” I could have got anything I wanted from gin to apple cider. 

Q.—Then did you send.Gordon and your brother down ! 

A.—I had to sample a dozen different brands of liquor, and I made ar- 
rangements to buy a case. I went to Hammond’s house and had a phone con- 
versation to prove that what I was telling was a fact, and then I made an 
arrangement to go there in the morning for the case. Hammond couldn't 
get the money to get that case. We let it go a week, and I let my brother 
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and Gordon play with them until we did get it, and she was fined $1,500. © 
Q.—Was Hammond aware of what your brother and Gordon were doing ¢ 
A.—Certainly. 
~ Q.—During that week, he knew they were down to this house you speak 
of ? 3 
A.—He knew where they were. 
Q.—And he knew they were working for the Government ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Neither you nor Gordon gave evidence in that case? 
A.—My brother gave evidence. 
Q.—Did Gordon give evidence ? 
A.—No. : 
Q.—Then you and Mr. Hammond discussed the matter and you advised 
him to get rid of Gordon? 


A,-—Y es, 
Q.—And that is why he let Gordon out? 
ee ies: 


Q.—Did he leave, of his own accord, or was he dismissed ? 

A.—He was paid up everything coming to him and told they would not 
need him any more. 

Q.—How much was he to get as investigator ? | 

A.—He got that fifty dollars, and I think we settled with him for an- 
other thirty-five dollars in wages. He really was entitled to a month’s wages, 
and I think he got the most of it. 

Q.—Now have you copies of these reports you put in? 

A.—TI have Sir. | 

Q.—Have you them with you? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Can you produce them ? 

A.—TI think so. | 


Q.—Now Estella Bailey I see got thirty dollars. Was she working in 9 


the clean up too ¢ 

A.—She corroborated the evidence from Niagara to Toronto, and the 
planting of the whiskey in Nash’s house and that sort of thing. | 

Q.—Did she send in a report? 

A.—I took the reports. | . 

().—I mean over her signature? di, 

A.—Mrs Collins sent in reports over her own signature, and you sent 
them in and Gordon sent reports over his signature ? , 

A.— Yes. | f ; 

Q.—I want to ask about another matter. Was there ever any arrange- 
ment by Courrian or other officials of the Department to have liquor placed 
in anybody’s house for the purpose of catching them? 

A.—Yes there was. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—That was while the conspiracy charge was on. That was after 


Nash came back from Niagara Falls, and he thought he was so smart that — 


Courrian thought they would put a liquor charge against him. 
Q.—Was Oourrian still in the Department? 





| 





> 
A * 
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A.—I think Elliott gave him an extension of three months. 

Q.—-What arrangements were made to catch Nash for going back on 
them ? : 
A.—Courrian asked Miss Bailey to do it. She was living there, and 
there was a man named Rogers. Courrian asked Miss Bailey if she would 
take fifty dollars and plant the liquor in Nash’s room. She said, no, but 
there was a man named Rogers who might. Rogers went to ‘Slavin’s house 
and they talked it over with Jack Slavin, and Rogers said he would take 
the liquor and place it in Nash’s room. 

Q.—Who was Rogers ¢ 

A.—A hang out around Slavin’s. He is nobody as far as I am concerned. 

Q.—Let us get this right. Courrian was to give Rogers fifty dollars. . 

A.—He went to Miss Bailey first, and she refused it. Then he gave 
it to Rogers. 

Q.—To take this bottle and plant it where? 

A.—In Nash’s place. 

Mr. Raney: You knew these facts of your own knowledge 

A.—I was reporting them from day to day. 

Mr. Lennox: This was in the knowledge of the Department ‘ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the object of putting this bottle in Nash’s house? 

A.—To get a liquor charge against Nash. It would do away with the 
bribery charges, and also the evidence that would be put in in the Gross case. 

Q.—You mean to say they were going to put liquor there and then raid 
the house, and then swear they got it there? 

A.—They did do it. Slavin’s nephew was a stool pigeon, and was 
working for Courrian. A man named Cohen, one of Sarvis’ operators, was 
a nephew of Slavin. He was the man with Rogers after he got it done with 
No. 2 detectives. Cohen went in with the detectives. The first woman 
he met at the top of the house, happened to be Mrs. Nash, and he said, “This 
is the woman who sold me the bottle,’ and he had never seen her in his 
life before. 

Mr. Fereuson: You mean they deliberately framed it to catch this 
man. ? 

A.—Yes, and then wrote a dozen letters to officials of the Department 
to say why don’t they do something to this man. 

Q.—Did they write to the Attorney-General ¢ 

‘A:—Yes, to the Attorney-General, the License Board, Mr. Ayearst and 
others. 

Q.—Speaking generally what would the letters contain 

A.—It comes to my notice that this man Stanley Nash, and went on to 
say that he had been selling liquor to his son, who was running there and 
spending all his money. That they had raided this place and hadn’t laid a 
charge, and what was going to be done. Signed “Ratepayer.”’ 

Q.— And these letters were sent to the Attorney-General himself ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You didn’t sign your own name to them. We would sign “Citizen.” 

Mr. Raney: So this was to get Nash, was it ? 

A.—Yes, this was a way of getting Nash. 
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Q.—You weren’t in on all that were you? 

A.—I was right in. I was one of the bootleggers, and one of the officers. 
They trusted me with everything. 

Q.—Quite so, you stood in with both parties? 

Mr. Lennox: Who was it that actually placed the liquor in Nash’s 
house ¢ 

A.—Rogers. 

Q.—Rogers was the man who was living at that house ? 

A.—Yes, until that time. 

Q.—Rogers was acting under whose instructions ? 

A.—Courrian’s. 

Q.—Now how did Max Cohen come in 2? 

A.—He was working for Sarvis and was living at Slavin’s. 

Q.—This is the same Slavin you told us about? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—How did he come into it 2 

A.—They couldn’t get any one else who would act as a stool pigeon. 
This Cohen went to Sarvis and said he had bought drinks at Nash’s house. 
He didn’t know Nash, and Sarvis went to Ayearst and Hammond, and 
said, “This man has a job in the city. I wish you would raid it.” F inally 
he got Hammond’s men to go, but they refused to go in, when they saw whose 
place it was. When they wouldn’t go in, Courrian went to Cohen and told 
him to go to No. 2 and get the local police. Cohen went to No. 
2 and arranged for certain men, and made a plan to give them a marked 
five dollars. He phoned to Slavin’s house for Rogers to be on hand with 


a bottle, and when he got down to the house with the detectives, he said, 
“That is the place.” 


Q.—Who did? 

A.—Cohen. He went in the house, and Rogers was on the stairway 
with the bottle. He gave Cohen the bottle and Rogers took the five dollars 
and put it under Nash’s rug. Cohen then gave him a chance to run down, ‘and 
Rogers went away. Cohen went up and the Police searched and found 
the $5.00 and the other four or five bottles of liquor. 

Q.—Am I to understand the object was to have an information laid 
against Nash, and Cohen and Rogers were to get into the witness box and 
perjure themselves to get a conviction ? 

A.—He went to the Police Court with that intention. 

Mr. Frrauson: All to discredit Nash 2 


A.—Yes. 
A.—And to save Gross ? 
A-~—Yes: 


o 


Mr. Lennox: What finally became of that? 


A.—Well, through Hammond the facts were made known and: it was 
thrown out. 


Q.—Did it come before the police magistrate ? 
A.—Yes. 


@.—Did Cohen give evidence ? 


A.—I don’t think so. He was there to give evidence but I do not think 
he gave it. Mr Hammond will tell you that. I wasn’t there. 


- 
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Q.—Do you know in what court it was? 

A.—Magistrate Jones’ court. 

Q.—Where is Max Cohen now? 

A.—In Montreal. 

Q.—How long has he been there? 

A.—He left right after that case. Courrian would not pay him $50. 
I mentioned it to Sarvis and I think Sarvis let him out. 

Q.—How long had he been with the department ? 

A.—Two or three months. 

Q.—Giving evidence from day to day on these different cases ? 

A.—Yes, he was sent there by Courrian to get a job with them and was 
transferred to ‘Sarvis. 

Q.—And he was giving evidence from day to day? 

A.—Yes, on different cases. 

Q.—And I suppose a great many convictions were obtained under his 
evidence 4 

A.—I did know he gave evidence in Niagara Falls and Welland. I 
think he got into some jam, I am not sure. 

Mr. Raney: Did you hear him give evidence on behalf of the Depart- 
ment ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Then how do you know? 

A.—I was in the department and he would come back with the infor- 
mation and would write it out the same as any person else. 

Mr. Lennox: Now, coming back to 46 Richmond street. Is that where 
you were stationed 4 

A.—I was working in the liquor part. 

Q.—Where were Mr. Hammond’s headquarters ? 

A.—In our office, 46 Richmond street, the second floor. 

Q.—When you went out to buy liquor the department of course would 
not know what you paid for a bottle. They would have to take your word 
for that ¢ : 

, A.— Yes. 

Q.—Then as you would bring the liquor back, the seized liquor, where 
would you put it? Bs ay 

A.—If the report was to Sarvis we would give it to Sarvis, if it was 
to Hammond, then to Hammond. 

Q.—Where would it be put? 

A.—Sarvis had a cupboard but Hammond had the storeroom. 

Q.—And who occupied this storeroom ? | 

‘A.—No one in particular. There was always a man around, — 

Q.—Where did the operators sit when they were not working ! 

A.—On the cases. 

Q.—On the cases of liquor? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What I want to find out, what check, if any was there? 

A.—Usually when they seized a number of bottles or cases they checked 

‘it up, then when they went to court they would have a record as to how many 
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bottles or cases belonged to that party. Outside of that I don’t think there 
was any check. 

Q.—Of that, do you know of any liquor taken from time to time? 

A.—TI can only say that on one occasion, there was a man named” 
Martin, who turned on a tap of some high wine and drank a glass, and 
Mr. Hammond came in and caught him, and went right to Sarvis about it. 

Q.—What is his first name? | | 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Was he an operator ? 

A.—He was working with Sarvis. 

Q.—John Martin, is that it? 

A.—Yes. 

_Q.—Is he still with the Department ? 

A.—I think not. 

} Q.—Do you know whether this is the same man being prosecuted in 
Orillia for perjury ? 

A.—I don’t know that. 

Mr. Crarx: Was that the only case? 

A.—That is the only case I know of where liquor was tampered with. 

Mr. Lennox: Now I want to ask you about some operators. Do you 
know a man named Norman Hayes? 


A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know W. J. O’Leary ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know Len Bellaw? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Do you know Budway ? 

A.—Yes I do. 

nee! Nash you have told us about. Do you know Vincent Nash? 
TNO. 

Q.—Do you know Stanley Carrons? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Is he with the Department now? 
A.—He wasn’t with the Department long. 
Q.—Was he a deserter from the Army ? 


A.—Yes, 
Q.—Do you know Ingram ? 
A.—Yes, 
Q.—Was he a bootleeger ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—How long was he with the Department ? 


A.—I didn’t know he was employed. I knew he was a bootleg er, for 
I have bought of him. 88 3 


Q.—No question about that? 

A.—No doubt about it. 

Q.—You knew Phillip Raymond, or Raymond Phill; s. How lo : 
was he with the Department ? : 1 sae a . 

A.—Six weeks to my knowledge. 

Q.—Do you know whether he was a bootlegger? — 
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A.—I would not be quite sure, therefore I say no. 

Q.—Do you know where he is at the present time? 

A.—No I don’t. 

Q.—Do you know whether he is in jail or out? 

A.—I can’t say. 

Q.—Do you know Tony Phillips ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is he a bootlegger 4 

A.—They say he was. 

Q.—Was he working for the Department ‘ 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: You don’t know he is a bootlegger ¢ 

A.—I am only taking his own word for it, if that is any good. 
Mr. Lennox: Both of these men were with you in the Gross raid? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you say he was a bootlegger. Do you know how many times 


he was convicted ? 


A.—wNo. 

Q.—Do you know he was convicted 4 

A.—He told me he was convicted. 

Q.—Did you report that 4 

A.—I reported it to Hammond and Hammond let him out. 
Q.—How long was he there before you let him out 2 
A.—I can’t say that. 

Q.—Do you know a man named McCarger ? 

A.—I have heard of him? 

Q.—Do you know if he is in jail? 

‘Ae NO Colt, . 

Q.—For operating an illicit still, you haven't heard that ? 


 A.——No, 


Q.—Do you know a Crossman ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know Grossman 4 

A.—I did know a Jew of that name. 

Q.—Was he with the Department? 

A.—I don’t know that he was, but he was usually hanging around 
Q.—Was he a bootlegger ? 

A.—No, I don’t know that. 

Q.—Do you know Partridge ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—What connection did he have with the Department ? 
A.—1I believe he was an inspector. 

Q.—Do you know anything about him ¢ 

A.—No more than that he was in Mr. Ayearst’s Department. 
Q.—That name I referred to, should have been Kauffman ? 
A.—Kauffman is the bootlegger, and a partner of Slavin. 
Q.—Was he working for the Department 4 

A.—No I don’t think he was, not that I know of.. 


~ Q.—Was he a well known bootlegger ¢ 
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A.—Yes he was. 

Q.—Did you make a report on the 8th of May, signed by Estella Bailey 
and yourself, in which among other things you said:— 

“On May 8th at Slavin’s house, along with Courrian, Jack Slavin, 
Solly Hite’—another bootlegger—‘“Kauffman, Courrian and Slavin 
suggested putting half a dozen bottles in different places throughout the 
house. Courrian asked me (Estella Bailey) if I thought I could get it 
in alright. I told him I was afraid. He then offered me $50, to do 
it. I then had a talk with H. McCutcheon. He told me to get 
Rogers. McCutcheon and I went to see Rogers, met him coming 
out of his work.” 

Mr. Ranry: This report was made to whom ? 

A.—To Mr. Hammond. 

Mr. Ranry: How did you come by it? 

Mr. Lewnox: You may ask, but that is my business. 

Mr. Ranery: You will tell. 

Mr. Lennox: I will be delighted to tell you if necessary. 

Mr. Raney: You will tell. 

Mr. Lennox: I will tell anything I know. I will be delighted to tell, 
IT am not like you. You will produce this too. (Continuing to read) 

“We asked Rogers if he would carry the whiskey into Nash’s house, 
and he said he would. We took Rogers to Slavin’s house. Fanny 
took him out to the Garage and gave him the first two bottles. Rogers 
phoned and said it was all set, but Slavin and Courrian, along with 
Cohen were to arrange with Rogers to hand over one bottle and place 

_ the,marked money in Nash’s room. This could not be worked out on 

May 8th, so it was left over till May 9th and finally to’ May 10th.” 

Q.—Tell us what took place on May 8th? 

A.—Hammond was supposed to raid the place, and he refused, and on 
May 9th some of the party couldn’t be there, so it was finally finished on 
May 10th. 

Mr. Raney: Who did you make this report to? 

A.—Mr. Hammond. 

, eae you know how it comes to be in Mr. Lennox’s hands or a copy 
of it? 

A.—I can understand part of it. 

(.—How did it come to be in his hands? 

A.—I discussed several things with Mr. Lennox in reference to my case. 

Q.—Did you give him these reports? 

A.—TI showed him some of them. 

Q.—Did you have copies of them ? 

A.—Some of them. 

Mz. Lennox: (Reading). 

“Jack Slavin, Kauffman, and Mrs. Slavin, along with myself watched 
the house get raided, also how well young Cohen pulled the deal off. 
After no one was arrested everybody seemed to be sore. After Cour- 
rian said that some letters would have to be sent in to Chief Dickson. 
The letters were written next day.” 

Q@.—What was that for? 


- came. 
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_A.—To lay the blame on some other members of the department, that 
they were not carrying it out in the right way. 
Mr. Lennox: (Reading). 

“Cohen was to get $50 from Courrian for this, but did not and there 
was some loud talking three or four times after about it.” And that 
is signed by Estella Bailey and yourself. 

A.—That is a fact. 

Q.—Is that statement correct ? 

A.—That is correct. 

Q.—Now then, you were brought up here. Do you remember the day 
Mr. Hammond was examined ? 

A.—I do. 

' Q.—Were you here that day? 

A.—Part of it. 

Q.—What occurred the next day as far as you were concerned. Were 
you brought to the buildings 4 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you know Mr. Dunlop? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Who is he? 

A.—Mr. Dunlop is the inspector of prisons. | 

Q.—Is he the man who allowed you out on parole, or was it the Parole 
Board ? 

A.—I am not sure, Dr. Lavelle is the man I always report to, or if there 
is anything to deal with in reference to that matter Dr. Lavelle. 

Q.—Then how did you happen to see Mr. Dunlop the next day after 
Hammond had given his evidence ? 

_A.—Well they came down to see me in reference to this matter. 

Q.—Who did? 

A.—Dr. Lavelle, and I think it was Mr. McElvainey. 

Q.—Who is he? 

A.—Dr. Lavelle’s assistant. 

Q.—He is assistant to Dr. Lavelle? 

A.—Yes I understand so. 

Q.—Where did they see you? 

A.—At the Don Jail. 

Q.—At what time of day? — 

A.—At 10.30. 

Q.—I thought you left in the morning ? 

A.—If they want me then I stay. 

Q.—Were you asked to stay in that morning ¢ 

A.—They kept me. 

Q.—Did you know why they were keeping you ? 

A.—They said somebody wanted me and I had to stay until somebody 


Q.—These two men came down, and then what took place ? 
_. A.—Nothing whatever, only they took me out in a motor car and 
brought me to the Parliament buildings. 

Q.—What time did you arrive here? 
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A.—Probably about eleven o'clock. 

Q.—Where were you taken in the Parliament Building? 

A.—To Inspector Dunlop’s office. 

Q.—Who were present? 

A.—Inspector Dunlop Mr. McElvaney, Dr. Lavelle and some other 
gentlemen, and a shorthand stenographer. | 

Q.—Who did the talking ? 

A.—Everyone did a little. | 

Q.—What reason did they give for bringing you to Mr. Dunlop’s office ? 

A.—They said some one had wanted to inquire why I was out, or 
something of that kind. Some one thought I was not in jail. 

Q.—Who said that? 

A.—Inspector Dunlop. 

Q.—Didn’t he know your position? He is Inspector of Prisons. 

A.—Well I could be out and he would not know about it. 


Q.—Do you think you could be out and the Inspector of Prisons not — 


know about it? 
A.—Things like that could happen. 
Q.—At all events you were brought up. 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And there was a stenographer there ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What questions were you asked? | 
A.—Oh how many days I had been down at the Don, what I was 
working at and who for, the time I was in for, and how long I had been out, 


how long I had been sick, and when I reported and when I left the farm 
and what I was doing now. What I had done. Friday and Saturday, and where — 


I was Sunday and where I was going Monday and so on. 


Q.—After they got through these questions what did they next take up? - 


A.—I was asked if I saw you. 


Q.—I want you to tell me if you can who this other gentleman was 


who was in Mr. Dunlop’s office. 
A.—I don’t know who he was. 
Q.—Do you see him here to-day ? 
A.—I do not see him around to-day. 
Q.—Did he ask you any question ? 
A.—No he didn’t ask me any questions. 
Q.—Who did the questioning? 
A.—Mr. Dunlop did the questioning. 





Q.—I want you to tell the Committee what information he wanted in 


respect to me. 
A.—He didn’t say anything about you. 
Q.—What information did he want respecting me. , 
A.—He asked if I had seen you and I said I had been in to see you with 


reference to my case, and that I had told you you had caused domestic 


trouble in my home from your speech in the paper. 
Q.—That is your wife didn’t know. 
A.—She didn’t know a good many things. 
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Q.—She knew all but the delinquency, I understand? At all events, you 
did come to see me? 


A.—I did, yes. 

@.—What else did they ask you? 

_ A.—They asked me how many times I had been there. I told them that 
on going to see you you weren’t in, and I saw another Mr. Lennox. I saw 
your partner, and then you sent me a letter to drop in and I went back and 
Saw you on two occasions. I told them the truth. 

| Q.—Then did the Inspector of Prisons give any reasons for question- 
lag you about what took place between you and IT? 

A.—No he didn’t, so that I could remember. He just merely said 
someone in the house had asked why I was at large, and he had me there 
to find out if I was working, and if I was there, and if everything was on the 
level. 

@.—I am speaking with reference to the references to me. Did he give 
any reason for associating my name with the inquiry ? 

A.—He just merely asked if I had been to see you and I said yes. 

Q.—Did you tell him anything? 

A.—TI explained my case in general. 

Q.—Did he ask you if you had been asked any questions by me? 

A.—Yes he asked if you had offered me any money and I told him you 
were not man enough for giving me a car ticket after I told you I had walked 
to your office. 

Q.—Is that true ? 

A.—That is true. 

Q.—You were not paid any way? 

A.—No. 

Q.—I want you to tell me what was your purpose in coming to my 
office. Was it a matter of business, or not. 

A.—I came to your office intending to get you to help me at Ottawa 
to find out why I was in jail, which is something I don’t know yet. 

Q.—You took it up with my brother first? 
A.—Yes, and then I received a written note from you to call and see 








you. 

Q.—And then you took it up with me. 

A.—No. 
~ Q.—And during the course of our discussion, you made mention to 
me of some of the conditions in the Department? 

A.—I detailed everything to some extent. 

Mr. Fercuson: How long did this interview with Mr. Dunlop last ? 

A.—Probably twenty minutes. . 

Q.—And it was all taken in shorthand ? 

A.—I think it was. 

Mr. Crarke: Did you understand from Mr. Dunlop that the reason 
they got you there was to assure people who thought you were at large and 
not serving your sentence ¢ 

A.—That is what I understood. 

Mr. Lennox: Was there any reason that was explained to you why, in 
order to satisfy people on that it was necessary to make reference to what had 
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taken place between you and me. Did they give any reason for that? a 

A.-—No. 

Mr. Ferevson: How did-they come to ask you about Mr. Lennox. 

A.— They just asked me if I had seen him. 

Mr. Nrxon: Are you still under the regulations of the jail? 

A.—I am, of course. Oh yes, Inspector Dunlop asked me if I didn’t 
know I should have been working instead. of going to your office. I explained 
to him how I happened to be at your office and that I was on other business 
as well as going to see you. 

Q.—They quizzed you with respect to me? 

A.—They asked me did I know I should not have changed my position 
without notifying Dr. Lavelle. I said I didn’t know and that if Dr. Lavelle 
had mentioned that I certainly would have reported: it. 

Mr. Frereuson: Do you see that other man whom you saw in the 
room there? Is he here now ? 

A.—No, I don’t see him. 

Q.—Did you hear his name ? 

A.—No,'I did not hear his name, but I would know him again if I 
saw him. 

Mr. Lennox: Did any one else make reports to the Departinent, 
other than those you have told us of ? 

A.—Yes, I think Mark Heaton made a report. 

Q.—To whom did he report ? 

A.—General Elliott? 

Q.—On what? 

A.—Something about orders being signed by Mr. Ayearst to have liquor 
moved up the track or something like that. 

(.—When was that? 

A.—In the latter part of August. 

Q.—Was Heaton the man who was sent to York to replace Mr. 
McKenzie? 

A.—I don’t know that. 

Q.—Have you found out since whether he was or not? 

A.—I have learned that Heaton was away from the Department and 
came back in some other capacity. 

Q.—Then you had a brother working for the Department ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—What is his name. 

A.—Sam. 

(.—Under what name did he enter the service of the Department ? 

A.—Sam McDunn, I think. 

Q.—Did the Department know his real name? 

A.—They knew he was my brother, 

Mr. Lennox: In whose department was this Sam McCutcheon, alias 
McDunn ? | 

A.—He was in there working for Mr. Hammond, 

(.—Did he work for Hammond first ? 

A.—Yes he started for Hammond. 


Q.—Under what name did he start working for Mr. Hammond ? 


7~ 
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A.—McCutcheon. 

Q.—So that he became a member of the force, or an officer under his 
proper name ? 

A.—Yes. . 

@.—How long did he work for the Department, or for Mr. Hammond 
under his proper name ? 

A.—Two or three weeks. 

Q.—Then what took place ? 

A.—We sent him into Mr. Ayearst’s office, on the same day as we sent 
Gordon in to secure a job as operator. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—That was in July. 

Q.—Of last year? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—What was your object of sending your brother into Mr. Ayearst’s 
office for a job when he was working for Mr. Hammond in the same Depart- 
ment, 

A.—He wasn’t in O.T.A. work until he started in Mr. Ayearst’s depart- 
ment. 

Q.—What was he doing with Mr. Hammond ? 

A.—He was corroborating evidence with me, in Mount Dennis and 
cther places. 

Q.—He was assisting you ? 

A.—He was a corroborating party. 

Q.—He wasn’t apparently working for you in the cleaning up, because 
there was no expense account for him. 

A.—No. I paid him what little he had. He has been paid by Mr. 
Hammond. 

Q.—He was paid by Hammond during the time he was working for 
him, and he was assisting you ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—Are Mr. Hammond’s office and Mr. Ayearst’s office both in the same 
building ? 

A.—They are. 

Q.—Have they each got their own men ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And has Sarvis his own staff ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—So we have Hammond, Ayearst and Sarvis, each with their own 
staffs, three different staffs. 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And all doing the same class of work ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that is headquarters at 46 Richmond West ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What was your brother’s object in going to Ayearst’s office to get a 
position under Ayearst ? 

A.—Well I will have to detail that out a bit. I was putting in reports to 
show that when members of Ayearst’s staff would raid a house, they would 
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take a bottle that I produced, and if there was one hundred bottles left, they — 
would leave that and probably go back after they had it cleared away. 5 

Q.—What do you mean by that 4 

A.—Now listen here, supposing I go here and buy a bottle at this Jones — 
place. I see 24 bottles of gin and a couple of cases of Scotch and G. and W. 
standing along beside the wall. They ask me what I will have. I say I will 
have Scotch and I buy that bottle of Scotch with Courrian’s money and come ~ 
cut with that bottle and give it to Courrian or Gross, or whoever the men are © 
with him, They would come in and raid the place, and would not find that 
liquor. 

Q.— Although you had seen one hundred bottles. | 

A.—Although I had seen it there. Then they would come back after a_ 
while, and this woman gives them $500 and they clear the liquor away and 
only produce that one bottle, I found, in court, and she is fined three hundred 
dollars. 

Q.—And saves her liquor ? 

A.—Yes. , 

Mr. Frerauson: You say that generally speaking these officers 
were susceptible to bribes for protecting the bootlegger. } 

A.—Yes. My brother asked me to corroborate evidence on this woman 
in the case. 

Mr. Lennox: Is that Mrs. Lamanti ? 

A.—It was on Terauley St. opposite City Hall. 

Q.—Where is she now? 

A.—Her sons are running a garage in Mount Dennis. I don’t know 
where she is. 

Q.—Do you know that this has actually taken place ? 

A.—Yes. I know there was a case of this Lamanti, who had a raid. I 
said you only got fined $300, and he said “Yes, didn’t we have to get 
Courrian $500 and they took part of the liquor.” 

Q.—When was this ? 

A.—In July. | 

Q.-—That was about the same time as this delinquency charge against 
you 4 

A.—That would be a year or two ago. 

Q,—Was that reported to the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you mean to say they kept Courrian in the department after 
that ? 

Mr. Bracxix: I think you were going to ‘say you had been out with 
Courrian ? 

A.—I had been with him collecting money in hotels. I was a regular 
brother to Courrian all the time I was investigating. 

Mr. Raney: You mean you were standing in with Courrian in these 
cases ¢ 

A.—Yes. Courrian was to my way of speaking the king of the boot- 
leggers. He was the Jew’s God, and any time a Jew bootlegger got into 
trouble, Courrian would have to be consulted. ! 

Q.—Do I understand you were with him? 
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A.—Yes, I was under his instructions. 

Q.—Did you share in the bribes given to him? 

A.—I never shared in any. JI was offered one hundred dollars once 
on the City Hall steps, but because I gave evidence in the conspiracy case, I 
didn’t get it. 

Do I understand that in all these transactions you were square with the 
Department ? 

7 A.—Absolutely. 
Q.—You meant to be square with the Department, but you knew what 
Courrian was doing? | 
; A.—Why I was reporting it from day to day. 

Mr. Ferctson: Did you see many other cases where this same bribery 
took place ? | 

A.—I£ I could buy a bottle, Courrian would pay me to give it to him 
and he would square it. | 

Mr. Raney: I hope Courrian hasn’t any successor has he? 

Mr. Fercuson: I just want to ask you one or two questions. You say 
there were plenty of other cases you know where money was taken by 
Courrian, and somebody else to cover up a bootlegger ¢ 

A.—I went to Woods Hotel at Port Credit. There was myselt with 
others in the party with Courrian who went to Kitchener collecting money. 

Q.—For what ? 

A.—For protecting them, for tipping them off. 

Q.—For protecting the bootleggers % 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What about the excursion to Kitchener. 

‘A.—There was Slavin and his wife, Courrian, myself and Miss Bailey, 
Jack Slavin and Mr. Corley’s niece. At least they said she was his niece. 
She was with Jack Slavin. 

Mr. Dewart: Have you anything further with reference to Wood’s 
place ? . 
A.—There was a car load of us and we arrived at the hotel and went into 
the reception room, and Courriarf called the proprietor. We had gin, beer 
and whiskey, and sandwiches, in the presence of Courrian, and served by 
Woods.at the hotel. 

Q.—What year was this 2 

A.—Last summer, about the 24th of May. That wasn’t paid for. It 

was simply ordered by Courrian, and this is what makes me say he was 
‘collecting. When he left Toronto I wanted some money and he could not 
lend me any because he only had three dollars in his pocket. After he left 
the hotel and had these drinks, we went to Rhinehart’s in Guelph, where I 
was the worst enemy in the world Rhinehart ever had. He takes me and 
introduces me as one of his men. Rhinehart gave him a bottle and fifty 
dollar bill, and when we got to Kitchener he was drinking and he had a fight 
REC cece wise es 5 3 House and the police came in. Finally he showed that he 
was a Provincial officer and the police let him go, and he gave the fifty dollar 
bill he got from Rhinehart to Slavin for the car, 

Q.—Was that reported to the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And these reports you handed from time to time to Hammond. 
A.—Yes. 


The Committee then adjourned until to-morrow. 


May 10, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., with Mr. Watson in the chair. 
H. H. McCurcnron: recalled, examined by Mr. T. H. Lennox, K.C. 


Mr. Lennox: Now, Mr. McCutcheon, you were telling us yesterday 
about your brother and you said he started in under his own name under Mr. 
Hammond and then he made application to Mr. Ayearst under an assumed 
name ¢ 

A.—Yeg sir. 

Q.—And did he get the appointment with Mr. Ayearst under an as- 
sumed name? | 

A.—~Yes sir. 

Q.—How long was he with him ? 

A.—Four weeks I think. 

Q.—And during that period what were his duties ? 

A.—Operator. 

Q.—Now what was the reason for him going from Hammond’s office to 
Mr. Ayearst’s Department or Ayearst’s office under an assumed name? 

A.—To secure information regarding statements I had already made 
referring to Courrian and other of Ayearst’s officers leaving liquor in houses 
they raided. 

Q.—That is, Ayearst apparently did not know he was a brother of 

yours @ 
| A.—No; if he had he would not have got the job. 

Q.—Well, was Ayearst aware that he had been working for Hammond? 

A.—Oh, I don’t think so. @ 

Q.—Then your object and Mr. Hammond’s was—Was Mr. Hammond a 
party to it? , 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—....was to get him into Ayearst’s office under an assumed name for 
the purpose of spying and getting information. Is that correct ? 

A.—No, not altogether. He merely wanted to get him into the office. 
T had three places. My brother was not in the habit of drinking.’ He never 
drank in his life. But I hired him to send to get three places. Hammond had 
the information these places were selling through me. My brother could go 
and buy and let Mr. Ayearst’s department raid the places, 

Mr. Lennox: What am I to understand then was the object of him 
going from Hammond’s office to Ayearst’s office under an assumed name? 
There must have been some reason ? 

A.—The only reason I can give you is that if he had not used an 
assumed name he would not have got the job. 

Q.—How do you know that? . 

A.—What happened when they did find out who he was? 
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_  Q,—And those you drank? . 
|. A.—They got rid of him. 
 Q.—But what was the real object of him going there? You had some- 


thing in your mind? Hammond had something in his mind ¢ 


A.—I am telling you, I gave him these three places where we knew 
liquor was stored and they were willing. I could not act under Mr. Ayearst’s 


Department, but my brother could go and buy and let Mr. Ayearst’s men 
go and raid the places and see if they took the stuff away. 


Q.—Then he was acting in the capacity of a detective 4 

A.—He was serving two masters. | 

Mr. Ferguson: Your idea was to get information to see if Ayearst’s 
men were acting in good faith and would go and raid a place and take the 
whiskey away. 

A.—(Witness nodded affirmatively). 

_ Mr. Crarxe: Why would not Ayearst hire your brother, because he 
happened to be your brother ? 

A.—Because they were all scared of me. ‘Because they had got it into 
their heads that I was after somebody. Courrian himself took me into Mr. 
Mowat’s office while Mr. Mowat was away and demanded them to show him 
whether you have issued a check to H. H. McCutcheon. I said, “No; I have 
not received any checks.”’ I did not want them to know I was investigating. 
The clerk in Mowat’s office says, “Yes, I made a check out to him.” I said, 
“T did not receive it.” I denied receiving the check because I did not want 
them to know I was investigating. 

Q.—Your reputation was not good % 

A.—My reputation was honest. 

Q.—But I mean as to the public. You had received money and you 
said you did not receive it. I understood you said you had received a check ? 

A.—I received a wage check which I should not have received through 
the O.T.A. books at all. That was what gave the game away. When they 
fuund I was getting a check they knew I was with the Department all the 
time. I was with the officers and the bootleggers. I was not supposed to be 


working for the Department. 


Mr. Fercusox: You were acting in a special capacity and it was not to 


be known to the rest of the officers ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—You were standing in with the bootleggers but for the information 
of the Department ? 

A.—Not the bootleggers, but the officers. neni 

Q.—You were investigating the officers of the Department at this time ¢ 

A.—Yes. abe 

Mr. Lennox: You said a man by the name of Macllvaney was with you 
at Mr. Dunlop’s office? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did he take any part in the discussion ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Anything at all; did he make any reference to this investigation ? 
A.—No. | j 
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Q.—Did you have any conversation with Mr. Dunlop at any time e 
cepting in his office ? 

A.—Just merely to speak to him. 

Q.—Anything said to you about your pay ? 





day. 
ee Q.—What did he say, if anything, with respect to your pay here before 
the Committee ? 4 

A.—I think he said that I was right, that I should get it. 

Q.—Should get what ? 

A.—My pay. 

Q.—And what allowance did he say should be made to your coming here, 
your loss of time ? . 

A.—I don’t just get that. 

Q.—Was there any talk about your being paid for attending meetings 
of this committee 4 

A.—This gentleman here, the secretary, Mr. O’Brien, asked me what 
I was doing, how much I was getting paid. I said I was building for my- 
self; that my time was worth $10 a day. | 

Q.—Where did that conversation take place? 

A.—In this room. 

Q.—How long was that after Hammond gave his evidence ? 

A.—Oh that was the following week. 

Q.—Now tell us what took place ? 

A.—This gentleman asked me what I was doing, how much I was being — 
paid. I said 1 was working for myself, building, and he said, he asked me 
how much I thought was fair for coming down here. I said my time was 
worth $10 a day. 

Mr. Crarxe: That was the clerk ? 

A.—Yes, Mr. O’Brien. 

Mr. Lennox: What else took place? Was Mr. Dunlop there? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did he say anything when you said $10 a day? 

A.—He said something in reference to some pay; that I should get a 
little more than that. | 

Q.—What did he say he thought you ought to get ? 

A.—At a rate of $20 a day, I think. 

Q.—Now this was all after you had been taken up into his room ? 

A.—Oh, I am not sure; I think it was the next day. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Where was that said? In the presence of Mr. 
(Y Brien ? 

A.—I think he was there. 

MemsBer: Mr. Dunlop said you ought to have $20 a day ? 

A.—He did not say I ought to have it. He said my time was worth that 
if I was building for myself, coming down here and losing time while I was 
building. I have a loan going through and I am wasting my time to-day. 

Mr. Lennox: Do you know a man named Henry, an operator ? 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—Who was with the Government ? 
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: A.—Yes. 

Q.—Were you ever out with him on a case? 

A.—Yes, several times. 

Q.—Were you ever up to Owen Sound with him? 

| A.—Well now, Mr. Lennox, when I discussed my troubles with you I 
‘never expected to hear anything more of that. Now I don’t care to go into that 
expected to hear anything more of that. Now I don’t care to go into that 
‘matter, as it is going to hurt me, but I will tell the Attorney General all 
about it. I have told other officers of the department, which got me into 
difficulties for it, but I do not want to open up. You can go ahead if you 
like; I don’t care. But I think it is unfair. 

Mr. Lennox: If you don’t care we had better get on with it. But I 
don’t want to be unfair. Did you report it to the Department what took 
place between you and Henry ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you report in writing / 

A.—I believe I have. 

Q.—When was it you and Henry were in Owen Sound together? 

A.—Well, I don’t know. I reported it and Henry got dismissed for 
the affair, and I think that was about all that was said. I told the officer in 
charge all about it. 7 

Q.—Who was the officer in charge ? 

A.—Storm. 

Mr. Ferevson: What did they dismiss him for, dishonesty 2? On what 
count? Accepting a bribe? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—What did he do? 

A.—Perjury. 

Q.—Tell us about it. 

Mr. Raney: When was this? When was Henry at Owen Sound ? 
What date was it? : 

A.—It was in March, 1921. 

Mr. Ferauson: A little over a year ago. 

Wirness: That is whv I would like to look that up. I am not sure of 
the date. 

Mr. Fercuson: You can verify the date afterwards. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the circumstances? Why do you say this man was dis- 
missed for perjury 4 

A.—How am I going to get protection on this count? I have already 
been in jail six months. T don’t want these fellows to frame me again. 

Mr. Lennox: The Attorney General has used the expression that you 
“turned yourself inside out” to me. What do you say about. that ¢ 
A.—I do not see where that is right. 

Q.—Have you told anything but the truth ¢ 
A.—I have told nothing but the truth and nothing only concerning 
myself. , 
_” Mr Rayzy: I have not said he told anything but the truth. 

(Mr. Toratre moved, seconded by Mr. Feravson, “that this committee, 
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if we can do it, afford this man protection in the evidence he has given. 
Carried. ) | 

Mr. Lennox: Now, McCutcheon, you went up to Owen Sound with 
Henry and you were there how long? 

A.—About a week. 

Q.—During that time did you get any evidence? 

A.—TI did. 

Q.—Any one convicted in Owen Sound as a result? 

A.—There was a man convicted in Owen Sound. 

Q.—Then what other place did you visit besides Owen Sound ? 

A.—We were stationed at Owen Sound. We visited Shallow Lake. 

Q.—Had you been in Toronto between the time you first went to Owen 
Sound and the time you went to Shallow Lake? 





A.—No. 
().—Had Henry ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Now what took place? Is there a hotel at Shallow Lake kept by 
Tommy Joint? Was he convicted? 


A.—He was. 
@.—And fined how much? 
A.—$500, 


Q.—Now will you tell us the circumstances under which that conviction 
was made? 

A.—Yes. We were sent to Owen Sound under instructions of Myr. 
Sarvis, on information received through Mat Beckett of Owen Sound. We 
arrived and went to see Mat. Beckett, License Inspector, and he said Tommy 
Joint was selling and he had been after him for years. In fact the con- 
stable out there had the information to convict but he would not go through 
with it. ‘So it seems that Henry was well known in Owen Sound and he had 
to lay in the hotel all day in order to keep under cover. I was all right. I 
had never been there before. There was a sleighing party went out to Tommy 
Joint’s on Friday night. I got in with this sleighing party and went out 
to Tommy Joint’s hotel, and they had a dance, and they sold liquor by the’ 
drink—50 cents a drink—from ginger ale bottles through straws. I came 
back to Owen Sound and saw Henry, and told him he was selling but he was 
not selling bottles. Henry said, “Well, I cannot do anything. We will go 
back to Toronto.” On the way down in the train Henry made up his notes. 
Henry said he would go into court and swear that he bought a bottle from 
Tommy Joint. 

Q.—Where did he get it? 

A.—He bought it in Toronto. | 

(.—Then did you go back to Owen Sound 2 

A.—The bottle was taken to Owen Sound, and Mat Beckett—not Mat 
Beckett, but Tommy Joint—was brought up in police court. . 

Q.—On what charge ? 

A.—B.O.T.A. 

Q.—-Selling a bottle? 

A.—Selling a bottle of liquor to Henry. Henry got into the witness 
box first, because IT was hanging back all the time. I did not want to do it, 
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but when we got there Sarvis was up there, counsel, and every one else. 
Henry started out to say he went into Shallow Lake in a cutter along with 
me, and met a man on the street, after getting out of the cutter, and said, 
“Bill, do you know where to buy a crock?” And this man said yes and took 
him up to Tommy Joint’s hotel and walked up to the show case, and this fellow 
says, this man wants a crock. Tommy Joint handed over a crock and Henry 
says he paid him $5.00, and produced the crock in court. And I was not in 
there. They stood me outside. So when I came in I could not say I saw 
him buy the crock. I said I saw something pass. Maybe it was the crock. 
I saw Henry go in the hotel with another fellow and come out. 

Q.—And that was not true? 

A.—That was not true. 

Q.—He had not been there at all? 

A.—Henry had not been there at all. I had bought drinks. Henry 
had not. They said, “When did you leave Shallow Lake ?” We said, “We 
left. that night on the train.” ‘So the magistrate convicted Tommy Joint on 
that evidence. 

Q.—And that was the bottle he had bought in Toronto? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And upon that Joint was convicted and had to pay a fine of $5007 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: Did you lay any information in respect to the case 10 
which he really did sell liquor to you? You did have a real case against 
this man ? 

Mr. Lennox: He didn’t say so. 

Wirwess: That information was laid by me, but I merely swore to co- 
operating with Henry, that I saw something pass. 

Mr. Ranny: Then the case you had was not prosecuted ? 

Mr. Ferauson: That evidence, I think, came out. 

Mr. Ranzy: Well did that evidence come out? You gave evidence 
as to what was true and in addition to that you told a story that was not true ? 
- You really had bought whisky from this man? 

A.—T did. That is the reason, one reason, why I said what I did. 

Mr. Raney: Then when you were called as a witness you told what 
you had actually done, and then, after, to corroborate Henry, you lied, and 
teld the same story that Henry told ? 

A.—I did not know what Henry told. 

Q.—Well, you told something that was not true ? 


ao did. 

Q.—But he really had sold whiskey to you ? 
A.—He had. 

Q.—And he was convicted of selling whiskey ? 


A.—Yes. 

Mr. Ferauson: Did you tell when you were in the witness box that 
you had bought whiskey at the Joint place yourself ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Crarxe: He was guilty anyway? 

Witness: He was guilty of selling liquor. There was no doubt he was 
selling liquor. But then Henry swore he bought the bottle. 
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Mr. Raney: Which was a lie? 

A.—lIt was a lie. 

Q.—And you knew it? 

A.—I knew it. : 

Mr. Raney: And- Henry was dismissed ? 

A.—TI came back and told Sarvis, and Sarvis fired him. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you refuse to go out with him any more? 
A.—I told Sarvis I would not travel with Henry any more. 
Q.—Then the whole story of Henry was absolutely untrue? 
A.—Henry was not there. 

Q.—His whole story was untrue ? 


A.—Yes. 
eat as the bottle produced in court ? 
A.——Yes, > 


Q.—And was it identified as the bottle that was bought from this hotel — 


keeper ¢ 

A.—It may have been by Henry, it was not by me. 

Q.—You were not in there when Henry gave evidence ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know whether Henry did go out in the cutter and buy a 
bottle ? 

A.—I know for a fact that he did not. 

Q.—The whole thing was a framed case on this fellow to make the 
Department believe you were doing something ? 

Mr. Raney: Not the whole thing. Henry’s part was framed. Me- 
Cutcheon had bought liquor. 

Wirness: There is one thing that Mr. Sarvis will do where he should 
not. He will tell his man that there is nothing much doing and you have 
got to get busy. A man goes out with the idea if he does not get some in- 
formation on that trip w ee he goes back he is going to be Gaet That is 
one thing that makes a man do something crooked. 

(.—Well is that the reason this was done? 

A.—That was one reason why Henry did that— 

Q.—Afraid of losing his job ? | 

A.—Afraid of losing his job. 

Mr. Lennox: In other words, if vou are not doing any business you 
are no good. 

Mr. Totmrie: But the charge whieh the man was convicted on was not 
selling you but selling a bottle to Henry ? 

A.—He was charged jointly, but I don’t know what evidence Henry 
gave. But the conviction was secured on our evidence. 

Mr. Lennox: Does that occur often in the department and with the 
operators ¢ 

A.—Not so much of late. 

Q.—It seems to have been very bad in 1921 ? 

A.—Some of the boys that I used to know were not very particular about 
how they carried on. 

Mr. Raney: Are any of them with the Department now? 

A.—No Sir. 
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_ Mr. Lennox: It was not an uncommon thing, then, for men to be con- 
_victed on the evidence of perjured testimony ? 

4 Mr. Ranzy: Well, that is the grossest possible kind of question. 

Witness: That is a question I cannot give any answer to. 
Mr. Lennox: But you do say a man was liable to lose his job if he 
went out for a week and did not get a conviction ? 
A.—Well, I cannot altogether say that. I can say that he was 
threatened. 
@.—And would you spend much money during a week, say the Owen 
Sound week ? 
A.—On a trip like that you would receive say $50 apiece for a week. 
Mr. Cruarxe: Expenses? 
A.—That includes hotel expenses, railway fare, and everything. 
Q.—And you had to show results ? 
A.—Oh yes. 
Q.—And you say that was the reason that Henry came to Toronto to 
buy this bottle ? , 
A.—Henry lived in Toronto. He did not have to come to Toronto. 
Q.—Just explain what you mean. You said you had to show results. 
Have we to understand that if you did not succeed in getting a law breaker 
that you had to create a law breaker, vou had to make belief that the man 
was a law breaker, as you have been telling to us a while ago, or else you had 
the impression you would be fired ? | 
A.—I say the men had the impression—this was often discussed among 
the boys at the office. We have been so and so, and we have done nothing. 
If we don’t do anything next week Slavin is going to let us out. 
Mr. Hitz: Did any of the people in authority over you ever give you 
any idea that that would be the case if you did not get the business when 
you were on the job; if you did not succeed in capturing somebody you would 


be fired ? 


A.—No. : nee 
Q.—Did the department give you that impression ¢ 
A.—No. 


Mr. Fercuson: We started yesterday with a motor load of yow and 
‘some others and we got as far as Port Credit. J think you said it was @ 
sort of collecting expedition. You stopped on the way, got to Kitchener, 
Courrian had already received a $50 bill and a bottle at Rhinehardts, and 
got into Kitchener, in Joe Zuber’s Hotel, and Courrian got into a racket and 
the local police came in to arrest him. 
| Mr. Ranry: You have told us about that yesterday. aE ait 
Wirness: Courrian showed his badge, and at that time Slavin and 
Kauffman who were in the car had the bottle, and took this policeman and 
the sergeant for a drive and they finished the bottle. | 

Mr. Raney: I understand your services with the Department began 


back about 1915? 
A.—Yes, all of that. 
| Q.—Before the O.T.A. was passed! 
A.—Yes Sir. ee 
Q.—You were'with the Department under the old License system ¢ 
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A.—Yes Sir. 
Q.—Doing detective work ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—Then that was before Mr. Flavelle came in, even. 
A.—Yes, I believe it was. 
Q.—Then Mr. Flavelle came in and you were kept on under him? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And Mr. Flavelle and Mr. Ayearst were in charge of the work ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Mr. Flavelle at the head, and Mr. Ayearst more directly in charge, 
and Mr. Sarvis, in charge of this work? Sarvis was directly superior to 
you? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Was Mr. Sarvis in charge all the time you were with the Depart- 
ment ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—yYou were in even before Sarvis came in? 
Noy Osminie: 


Mr. Feravson: Would you ask him, or have him explain to us the 
difference in jurisdiction between Sarvis and the others ? 

Mr. Ranuy: At all events you knew Mr. Flavelle was the head of the 
law enforcement branch down to the appointment of General Elliott a year 
ago, and that next under him was Mr. Ayearst in general charge of law en- 
forcement, O.T.A., and that Mr. Sarvis was in charge of the detectives out- 
side of Toronto? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And your record was clean, I believe, down to the time of the 
Guelph trouble? Am I right? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And the Guelph trouble you say was framed on you ¢ 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—You were innocent of that ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And when you came back from there were you dismissed ? 

A.—Yes, when I came to your office. 

Q.—Did you see me?’ 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Mr. Ranny: I do not recall. You came with Mr. Flavelle, I suppose 4 

Mr, Totm1e: What was the date of the Guelph trouble ? | 

Mr. Raney: I think the 28rd of February, 1921. And I see a letter 
from myself to Mr. Flavelle, dated 26th February in which I say: “I sup- 
pose you have dismissed Shaw and Magee— 

Q.—yYou were Shaw? 

A.—TI was Shaw. | 

Mr. Raney: And I went on to say: “In this connection it occurs to 
me to inquire why these men found it necessary to register at Guelph under 
assumed names. On general principle I think this practice should be con- 
demned. There is no reason I know of why officers employed should not re- 
gister under their own names. I would be glad to have your opinion.” 


| 





oe 
re 


lo 
il 


GEORGE Vi APPENDIX No. 2. 333 





Q.—At any rate you were let out after that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then I believe you went back and saw Mr. Flavelle and represented 
you had a wife and children, and after a while it was agreed you should 
come on but not go into court, to assist in getting information but not go 
into court as a witness? 

Q.—In other words there would be always somebody with you who would 
get the information which would be put before the court, and you were a 
kind of a pilot? 

A.—There would be somebody with me on the final trip. 

' <Q.—Then, you have gone very carefully into what followed, but just to 
go back again for a moment to the first case referred to by Mr. Lennox in 
the House. You have become famous, you understand that, lately, through 
the instrumentality of my friend Mr. Lennox. And the first thing he had 
to charge against you was that you were arrested on a charge of contributing 
to the delinquency of a girl, and apparently the offence consisted in Mr. 
Ayearst going your bail, and getting you out of jail. Mr. Ayearst had con- 
fidence in you apparently ? 

A.—Yes, he had. 

Q.—He believed you were innocent ! 

A.—For no other reason. 

Q.—And when the case came on in court and the case for the prosecu- 
tion was heard it was thrown out? 

A.—Thrown out. 

Q.—And you were not called upon for your defence ¢ 








A.—Yes Sir. 
Q.—And that established your innocence ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—And notwithstanding that, that case is blazoned before the public. 
Q.—Now before that? 
A.—Well, the man I was working for at that time he got after Mr. 
Ayearst and I think he came to see you also. 
* Q.—At all events Ayearst went your bail? 
A.—Mr. Ayearst looked after me generally. 
Q.—Did you make Ayearst believe you were innocent at that time? 
A.—No, I did not. 
Q.—Well, you said Ayearst thought you were innocent. 
A.—I said he had no other reason. 
Q.—Well, you told him the facts and he went your bail? 


| 
| 





A.—Yes Sir. ; 
| Q.—And the case was thrown out without your being called upon ? 
iY 68 Sir: 


Mr. Raney: Now, first, 1 want to eall your attention—no doubt you 
read it several times—to the charge that 1s made by Mr. Lennox so far 
‘as you were concerned, and so far as other men in the employ of the Depart- 
nent were concerned. He is reported in The Telegram as having said: 
“Not only has the Attorney General given the work of enforcing the On- 
o the hands of thugs and criminals, but these same 
eing kept to-day by Mr. Raney assisting him in the 
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working of the O.T.A., men who have been eonvicted, and have served terms 
in jail to his knowledge.” i 

Q.—Do you know anybody corresponding to that description ¢ 4 

A.—No Sir. _ 

@.—Is that statement true ? i 

A.—No, it is not. 

Mr. Lennnox: How can he say ? , 

Mr. Raney: Well, I am going to give you a chance to say. i 

Q.—Now you have had seven years’ experience ¢ 

A.—Yes Sir, 

@.—Under this and former Governments ? : 

A.—Yes Sir, Y 

Q.—Have you, during that time, known the Department, whether under 
me or under Mr. MacPherson, before this Government came into office, have 
you ever known anybody to be employed by the Department who would 
answer to the description of thug or criminal ? i 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Have you ever known anybody to be employed who had been con- 
victed as a criminal to the knowledge of the Department after his conviction? 

A.—Not after they knew he was convicted. 

Q.—And that statement, you say, is false, as far as you know ? 

Mr. Frerauson: He did not say it was false. | 

Wirness: You will have to let me give you an answer in my own way. 
During the past summer there has been men employed by the Department 
where some of the officials knew they had been convicted. 

Mr. Raney: Who were they and who knew about it? What were the 
names of these men ? 

A.—WNash. : 

Q.—What was he convicted of ? 

A.—Deserting the army. 

Q.—Who else? 

A.—Some Italians. As I understood they were found out to be ex- 
bootleggers. 

().—Had they been convieted as bootleggers 

aA.—Lhat is what they say. I don’t know. 

().—Well, who knew Nash had been convicted ? 

A.—I did. 

Q.—Well, who of the Department ? 

A.—I think Mr. Hammond did. 


Q.—Do you know? 


A.—Yes. 

@.—Did you tell him? 4 

A.—Yes. | 

€.—Did he keep them on after that ? a 

A.—I don’t know how long. For a while he was kept on salary to give 
evidence. pa 


* 


Q.—For how long? 
A.—Probably a month or so. 
(Q.—And who else besides Nash ? 
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; A.—Two Italians; Tony Phillips and Ross Phillips, or something like 
that. 
Q.—What were they guilty of? 
A.-—They said themselves amongst the men they had been convicted of 
bootlegging. 
Q.—Where ? 
A.—In Toronto. 
Q.—Did Hammond know of that? 
A.—No; but when he found out he let them go. 
Q.—Then Nash, you say, had been convicted as a deserter, and you say 
Mr. Hammond knew of that and still he kept him on? 
_ A.—Yes, Mr, Hammond had to keep him, for a witness. 
Q.—Yes; for how long? 
A.—Until this conspiracy charge was over. 
Q.—And then he let them go? 
A.—I understand so. 
Q.—Are there any other cases you know of except these two? 
- A.—Martin; he was convicted of drawing a gun and shooting in the 
street; he was with Mr. Sarvis. 
@.—Who was Martin ? 
A.—Joe Martin, I think. While I was working for Sarvis he was 
fined in the Toronto police court for shooting. 
Q.—What happened to him ? 
A.—He was let out. 
Q.—Well, we have not heard of him before. Joe Martin‘ He was 
fined in the Toronto Police court ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 
@.—For what ? 
A.—For brandishing a gun in the streets, and, as I understand, shooting. 
@.—When was that ? 
A.—Last summer, 
Q.—How long was he kept on after that ? 
. A.—TI believe he is still with the department. 
Q.—Did Mr. Hammond know of that ? 
A.—He is working for Sarvis. 
(.—Did Sarvis know? . 
A.—Mr. Sarvis gave him the money to pay for his fine in my presence. 
Q.—Gave him the money to pay his fine? 
A.—Yes Sir. 
Mr. Ranzy: Any other cases you know where men have been kept in 
the employ of the Department after they have been convicted ? 
A.—Not that I can recall. 
- Q.—Now do you know whether Mr. Ayearst knew of any of these men 
having been convicted 4 
A.—I know of one case. 
Q.—What case was that? 
A.—Slavin. | 
Q.—When was he convicted ? 
A.—Two or three times for selling liquor. 
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Q.—Did Mr, Ayearst know he was employed by Mr. Hammond ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Was Slavin employed as an officer 4 

A.—Only round about the time of the Homer investigation. 

Q.—What is that? 

A.—Around that time when they had the Homer investigation. 

Q.—Was he employed as an officer ? 

A.—After he was convicted? Yes Sir. 

Q.—How long? 

A.—Probably two or three months. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—Oh that is away back two or three years ago—probably four years 
ago, 
Mr. Rayrey: Well perhaps I was not responsible for that. 

Mermper: That would be the fall of 1918. 

Mr. Raxey: Now I notice that Mr. Lennox is reported as having said, 
that is the member for North York, pointed out that McCutcheon was let 
out on suspended sentence on a conspiracy charge, was convicted of opera- 
ting a still and sent to jail for six months—“Thank God, there is something 
that keeps these criminals from working for this Department.’”’ Mr. Lennox 4 
You recognize he is referring to you ‘ 

A.—I think it 1s. 

Q.—Did you resent that ? 

A.—I went to see him and ask him what he meant by it. 

Q.—Was I wrong when Il said a little while ago that you had gone to 
Mr. Lennox and turned yourself inside out to him? 

A.—Were you wrong? Yes, you were. 

Q.—Did you go to Mr. Lennox’s office? 

O.—On my own behalf, yes sir. 

Q.—Did you go there on his invitation % 

A.—He sent me a letter. 

Mr. Lennox: After you had been there ? \ 

A.—-After I had been there. There is another Mr. Lennox there, Mr. 
Keith Lennox. I saw him first. 

Q.—Have you got that letter with you ! 

A.—I have, I think. 

Q.—Produce it, will you? 

Mr. Raney reads letter: 9th February, 1922—“I wish you would call 
and see me some day when you are down town.”— 

Truly yours, 
(sgd.) T. H. Lennox. 

Mr. Raney: Had you seen Mr. Lennox before that letter was written? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—That was the first ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

O.—Then you went to his office on his invitation ? 

A.—Yes Sir. | 

Mr. Ferauson: You said you went yourself to see Mr. Lennox and 
ke was not there and you saw his brother ? 
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A.—I saw another Mr. Lennox. 

_. Mr. Fereuson: You saw the partner, and then, subsequently, you got 
this note from Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Lennox: Had your first visit anything to do whatever with these 
charges or with the enforcement of the Act, or was it on your own. private 
business ¢ 

A.—I went through a lot of papers referring to my case, papers that 
would back up the statements I made before a solicitor to help me. It was 
en the strength of that I went to see Mr. Lennox. I told him I would like 
to see Mr. Lennox, and I told him I was working and I could not come down 
any time in the day. 

Mr. Ranzy: Well, did you tell him you wanted to see Mr. Lennox? 

A.—I saw another Mr. Lennox, Mr. Lennox’s partner, Keith. 

Q.—Had you been there before you received that letter’ 

Mr. Lennox: You answered that question a moment ago and said you 
had not. 

A.—I said I had not; I had gone there and seen another Mr. Lennox. 

Q.—And did you tell Mr. Lennox the whole story as Mr. Lennox has 
brought it out here yesterday and to-day ? 

* A.—No sir, I did not tell him everything. 

Mr. Ranzy: Because it occurred to me as he was asking you questions 
he knew a lot about your private affairs. Did you tell Myr. Lennox about 
all the things that he has asked you about yesterday and to-day ? 

A.—Not all of them. 

Q.—Well, how would he know about them ? 

A.—I am not a mind reader. 

Q.—You did give him a history of your connection with the depart- 
ment ? 

A.—I gave him a history of my own case in general. 

Q.—And you went into these different matters, matters of the con- 
duct of the different people in the Department ? 

A.—Yes Sir. ne 

Q.—You had prepared reports for the Department in your employment 
by Mr. Hammond and you had kept copies of them ? 

A.—Some of them. 

Q.—Did you turn these copies over $ 

A.—Some of them. 

Q.—Did not you turn them all over 4 

A.—No Sir. 7 

Q.—And he copied them, I believe 4 

A.—I am not sure; he did not say so. 

Q.—Where are they now? 

A.—Mr. Lennox still has some. 

Q.—Copies. of confidential reports made by you to the Department ? 

A.—Papers that referred to my case I gave to Mr. Lennox. 

Q.—Copies of confidential reports prepared by you for the Department 
and paid for by the Department ? 

A.—They were not confidential at that time. 

Q.—Because you were in jail; is that the reason ! 
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A.—Yes; and everybody knew it. | 

Mr. Harr: Yesterday, Mac., you said something, told something, about 
having gone to Mr. Lennox on account of a speech “hd made in the House 
sehith had caused trouble between you and your wife. Tell us what you 
meant by that? 

A.—I told Inspector Dunlop that I had been there, that I went to see 
Mr. Lennox about that. 

Mr. Feravson: About these reports you gave to Mr. Lennox; I under- 
stand you went to Mr, Lennox’s office because you had a perdoon ls erievance 
of some kind and you showed him as you have told all the portions and all 
the reports that were necessary for him to see; he advised you in connection 
with that? 

Mr. Raney: I will be obliged, Mr. Chairman; I am examining this 
witness. 

Witness: I went to see Mr. Lennox in reference to my case in general, 
and anything that applied to my case I let him have. 

Mr. Raney: Do you know a man named J. O. Bell? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you see him in connection with this matter? 

A.—I saw Bell around Mr. Lennox’s office. 

Q.—He was a go-between for you and Mr. Lennox ¢ 

A.—Well, I cannot tell you; I never spoke to him. | 

(.—Who else have you spoken to besides Mr. Lennox about this matter? 

A.—I may have discussed it with one or others of the members of the 
Department. 

Q.—With Sam Smith ? 

A.—TI do not know anybody by the name of Sam Smith. 

Q.—You know a man named Smith ? 

A.—Yes | do. 

Q.—A former operator ? 

A.—I know provincial operator Smith. 

Q.—Have you discussed it with him ? 

A.—There may have been something said between us. 

Q.—Was your statement made in Mr. Lennox’s office, dictated? Was 
i{ taken down in shorthand 4 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Who took the notes on it? 

A.—I cannot tell you. 

Q.—Were notes taken ¢ 

A.—No; not that I know of. 

Q.—You were asked when you were before Mr. Dunlop, after Mr. 
Dunlop heard what use you were making of your time—by the way you 
are still in jail. You are not on parole? 

A.—No. Sir. 

(Q.—You are sleeping in the jail overnight and simply let out to work ? 

A.—yYes Sir. 

Q.—And Mr, Dunlop wanted an explanation of what you were doing 
when this matter came out in the House ? 


A.— Yes. : 
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Q.—And he sent for you? 


A.—Yes, 
Q.—And your evidence was taken down ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—You were asked by Mr. Dunlop, “How did you happen to go to 
Col. Lennox’s office?” and your answer was, “He wrote me a letter and 
asked me to call and see him.” Is that a truthful answer ? 

7 A.—As far as Mr. Lennox is concerned, yes. 

Q.—And you were asked, “And what did vou discuss there?” and you 
answered, ‘‘My case in general.” 

A.—I have said that to-day. 

Q.—And then you were asked, “Well, what other discussion did you 
have with Col. Lennox?’ and your answer was, “He wanted me to identity 
different names on a list of names he had there, and what I knew about the 
different. ones that he had marked out with different charges against them. 
He wanted to know if I could corroborate charges against certain names on 
pac utlsrthat true ¢ | 

A.—I said, what I knew I told him. 

Q.—Just answer the question, please. 

A.—I am looking after McCutcheon and I am not going to get into any 
more jams. byl | 

Q.—Reading from your former question and answer, “Well, what other 
discussion did you have with Col. Lennox?’ And you answered, listen 
now—‘‘He wanted me to identify different names on a list of names he had 
there, and what I knew about the different ones that he had marked out 
with different charges against them. He wanted to know if I could corrobor- 
ate charges against certain names on it.” Was that answer true? 

A.—TI think I answered that question. What I knew I told him. 

Q.—I am asking you if that answer is true? | 

Mr. Lennox: Perhaps if the Attorney General reads the next question— 

Mr. Watson: You can answer that. | 

A.—If you take it in the same light as I do it is true. 

Q.—Well, in the light of the question put to you, was that true! 

A.—He asked me if I knew different parties— 

Q.—Answer my question / 

A.—He wanted me to identify 

Q.—Was that answer true ? 

A.—TI have given you an answer. 

Q.—The answer you gave to Mr. Dunlop, was that true / 

A.—He asked me if I knew certain parties and I told him I knew some 
and some I did not know. 

Q.—I am not asking you for an explanation. 

Mr. Lennox: You are not going to hold kim down to yes or no. 

Mr. Raney: Listen again. “Mr. Lennox wanted me to identify differ- 
ent names-on a list of names he had there’—Now you swore to that; is that 
true ? ; 

A.—That is true if you look at it the same way as I do. 

Q.—‘“‘And what I knew about the different ones that he had marked 

out with different charges against them.” Was that true! 
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A.—Did I say that? 

Mr. Ranzy: Yes. 

Wirness: I think the shorthand stenographer has made a little mis- 
take there. ; 

Q.—“He wanted to know if I could corroborate charges against cer- 
tain names on it.” Is that true / 

A.—He asked me this question. | 

Mr. Raney: That is true, then; do not take so long about it. 

Q.—‘“What were some of the names?’ And you answer, ‘Charlton, 
Webb, Henry. He wanted to know if Mrs. Bailey, T. L. Gordon, and Mrs. 
Collins were employed or paid by Hammond during the year of 1921. I told 
him they were not employed. They were paid for giving information.” 


A= YeseSir: 
(.—That is corréct ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Mr. Frerevson: Mr, Lennox is a member of the:House. I think he 
has a perfect right to make these inquiries. 

Mr. Lennox: I should hope so. 

Mr. Ranzry: Well, that is all right. 

Q.—‘“What arrangement was made with you, if any, by Col. Lennox as 
to how you were going to be recompensed for this information that you were 
to get for him or he thought you could give him?’ and you answered, “Any 
information was in my own favour if he could do me any good.” 

A.—That is correct. 

Q.—He was to help you in your case? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Your case was practically settled, was it not? 

A.—No. This is the point, Mr. Lennox knew that I had two convictions 
registered against me and I was not guilty. 

Q.—He thought you were not guilty ? 

A.—He knows it. 

Q.—And therefore you resent his classing you as a criminal? 

A.—I don’t know that he done that. | 

Mr. Ransy: I know. The rest of us know. 

Q.—“Did Col. Lennox say anything during this interview that would 
indicate that he knew that you were at that moment under sentence?” 
Answer, ‘Yes.” 

A.—That is right, yes. 

Q.—‘“He knew that you were convicted and sentenced and that you 
were serving time, and that you were as a matter of fact in his office as a 
prisoner?’ Answer, ‘Yes sir.” 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“He knew under what system you were permitted to be out?’ Answer, 
“I told him I was sleeping at the Don Gaol. Col Lennox told me that he had 
gone through all the evidence in both cases referring to me, in High Court 


and the still charge and said that I got off on the conspiracy charge. On 


the still charge he went through the evidence and said he does not know how 
Magistrate Jones convicted me. He would try and help me, probably get me 
a pardon. I expected by the way he spoke that I would not be down here 





- 
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now. He said he would act for me and help me. Mr. Hammond told me to: 
take the papers and anything that I knew of to Dr. Godfrey at one time. I 
aid not see Dr. Godfrey before I was sentenced. Dr. Godfrey referred me to 
C. C. Hele.” Is that all true ? 

; A.—You have mentioned something about C. C. Hele and I did not see 
im. Was 

Q.—Is that answer true I have just been reading ? 

A.—Read it over again, please. 

Q.—“Col. Lennox told me that he had gone through all the evidence 
in both cases referring to me in High Court and the still charge and said 

that I got off on the conspiracy charge.” Is that true? 

A.—That is true. 

Q.—‘‘On the still charge he went through the evidence and said he does 
not know how Magistrate Jones convicted me:” Was that true ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—“He would try and help me, probably get me a pardon.” Is 
that true? 

A.—Yes, that was discussed. 

Q.—“I expected by the way he spoke that I would not be down here 
now.” Now was that true? 

A.—Yes sir. | 

Q.—‘‘He said he would act for me and help me.” Was that true? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—‘Mr. Hammond told me to take the papers and anything that I 
knew of to Dr. Godfrey at one time.” Was that true? 

A.—Not altogether. 

Q.—Well what about that? 

A.—Well, Mr. Hammond and I had two or three conversations about 
the matter of why an investigation had not been made, after they promised 
they were going to have it investigated. We wondered why they fell back. I 
asked Hammond what I should do, should I take the papers to Dr. Godtrey, 
and Mr. Hammond suggested Dr. Godfrey. I went to see Col. lennox, 
before I received the letter, I did not see him, and I went back again, and 
after a conversation with Dr. Godfrey he suggested some Mr. C. C. Hele. 

Q.—Do you know who he is? 

A.—I don’t know. | 

Q.—Did you see this Mr. Hele ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did you know he was Mr. Ferguson’s secretary ? 

A.—I did not know. 

Q.—You were not told that? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—You were in jail and you had not any money to pay a lawyer # 

A.—That was the idea. 

Q.—And you know law expenses are high? 

A.—Yes sir. ) 

Q.—And Mr. Lennox was to act for you? As a lawyer? And get you 
out of jail? Is that right? . . 

Mr. Lennox: If his story to me was true. 
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Mr. Raney: And you say he believed your story ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

().—And he was to get you out of jail if he could? 

A.—He said he would help me. 

(.—Was that why you gave him this information ? 

A.—I did not give him the information. 

().—About the papers you have been telling us about today and yester- 
day; you gave him all that information ? 

A.—Not quite. 

@.—Well a lot of it then ? 

A.—Some of it. Everything in general relating to my case I discussed 
with Col. Lennox. 

Q.—Because he said he would help you? 

A.—He said he would. 

Q.—Were you to pay him a fee ? 

A.—There was nothing said about it. 

Mr. Raney: No, I suppose not. 

Mr. Nixon: Who first mentioned Col. Lennox’s name, Mr. Dunlop or 
you ¢ 
Mr. Ferevson: The Attorney General can tell you, he has got the 
shorthand report there. 

Mr. Nrxon: Just read the verbatim report there. 

Reading: “Did you discuss your permit to be beyond the limits of the 
Municipal Farm with any person ?” 

“A.—Not that I know of.” 

“Q.—Well, you would be the person to know.” 


“A.—Yes.” 
“@.—Then you did not discuss it with any person 2” 
“A.—No.” 


“Q.—Did anybody ask you any questions about it?’ 

“A .—Yes, Col. Lennox.” 

“Q.—Where did you meet Col. Lennox ?”’ 

““A.—At his office.” 

().—That was the beginning of it, was not it? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Cor. Lennox: Was that before or after you had been there that the 
letter was written ? 

A.—After I had been there. 

Mr. Nixon: McCutcheon, you appreciate you are under jail regulations 
end restrictions 4 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Do you think that would have been permitted if you had been in 
jail? Was Col. Lennox your solicitor ? 

Mr. Tormre: Do I understand that when you had shite trouble you 
went to see Mr. Lennox; he was not there; you saw his partner, talked with 
his partner, and then, ro Mr. Lennox came in, told the partner you want- 
ed to see him. And then, when Mr. Lennox came back some time later, then 


he wrote to you the letter that was produced here this morning ? 
A.—Yeg sir. 
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Q.—And you went then to see him? 

A.—Yes sir. | 

Mr. Frereuson: In other words, did Mr. Lennox seek vou out in the 
first place or did you look him up? 

- A.—I went to Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Harr: Because you thought he could help you? 

A.—Because I had discussed the still charge at the City Hall before I 
went to the farm. | 

Mr. Lennox: After you were convicted you sent for me from the cell? 

A.—Yes sir, 

Q.—And you discussed the question with me there. 

Mr. Raney (continuing): “Getting back to your visit with Col. Lennox 
I understand you to say that Mr. Lennox was to render you some service in 
that he was to look up your case and help you get a pardon.” Answer, “He 
had everything looked up and knew that I had got a raw deal.” That was 
right ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: He did not talk that way in the House. 

Mr. Lennox: He certainly got a raw deal if his story was true, that 
he was not allowed to call witnesses. That is the story he told me. 

Mr. Raney: “And he was to get you a pardon, or attempt to’ 
Answer, “Was to make an attempt to get me free.” That is true‘ 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—“He told you all that?’ Answer, “Yes, sir.” Is that true‘ 

A.—He said he would help me. 

Q.—“Before he asked you to give him this information about these 
employees?’ Answer, “Yes sir.” 

A.—That is a funny question, “Before he asked you to give him in- 
formation about these employes ?” 

Q.—Yes, I will give you the connection, —“And he was to get you a 
pardon, or attempt to?’ Next, “He told you all that?’ Answer, “Yes sity. 
“Before he asked you to give him this information about these employees ” 
He told you he would try to get you free before you gave him the information 
about these employees ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Of course! “And you gave him all the information you could 
Answer, “Of anyone that I know.” 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You gave him all the information? 

A.—Anything I knew in reference to my case T told. 

Q.—In reference to the Department! 

A.—Not everything, no. 

Q.—Everything he wanted to know ¢ 

A.—Not everything. There were a lot of things he wanted to know that 
I did not know. : 

Q.—You told him about the Henry case and did not want it repeated 
here to-day ? 

A.—Yes, I did. 

Q.—And Nash? 


pr 
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A.—That was just to show him there was crooked work and framing 
going on. 

Q. —Quite so, and after you had been up to the Buildings here, before 
Mr. Th you went back then again to Mr. Lennox and told him all about 
that 

Mr. Frerevson: Why ask that? 

Wirness: I did not go back. I met Mr. Lennox and I said, “You are 
getting me into a jam over this.” I told him he was supposed to help me 
and he did not do it. 

Q.—And you told him, I suppose, that Mr. Dunlop was present at an 
interview with Mr. O’Brien, the clerk of the committee, and that Mr. Dunlop 
said you ought to have $20 a day for your time here before this committee ? 

A.—I told him this morning, right here. 

Q.—But you must have told that before 2 

A.—I never said anything to Mr. Lennox or saw him. 

Q.—How did he know about it? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—“And you gave Mr! ‘Lennox ‘all the Station you ‘could ?” 
Answer, “Of anyone that I knew.” Was that true? 

A.—Of anyone I knew, yes. 

Q.—Of anyone, you said 

A.—Well, if that is my answer it is right. 

Q.—Did you understand what use he was going to make of it? 

A.—I understood he was going to help me. 

Q.—Well, how would that help you, to tell about Henry for instance; 
how would it help you, get you out of jail, to publish the story that you 
yourself had been ouilty of perjury ¢ 

A.—If my story was that I had been framed by provincial officers in 
the employ of the Department then I have witnesses to back up these state- 
ments and stories to corroborate my statements. 

Q.—How would Henry’s story help to corroborate your statement? 

Mr. Lennnox: Well, isn’t it a fact? 

Q.—Well, I am not disputing that. What use did Mr. Lennox want to 
make of these other things 4 

A.—Now, I cannot ‘tell you that. 

Q.—Did you tell Mr. Hammond that you had been offered three or four 
hundred dollars if you would give information about the Department? 

A.—No, I did not. 

Q.—What did you tell him about money being offered to you? 

A.—Mr. Hammond and I talked about my case, and Mr. Hammond is 
‘to-day in my favor and will back up any statement I make. 

Q.—What did you tell Mr. Hammond about being offered money for 
information 4 

A.—I did not tell Mr. Hammond I was offered money. I told him I 
would sell the information. 

Q.—To whom? 

A.—To anybody that would pay for it. 

Q.—For how much ? 

A.—I don’t think I set any price. 
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Q.—No price at all? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did you mention three or four hundred dollars? 

A.—No, I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Lennox: Were you ever offered money by me? 

A.—WNo. sir. 

Q.—Did Bell offer you money or promise you would be paid # 

A.—TI never had any such conversation with Bell. 

Q.—Did Bell ever say you would be paid any money / 

A.—What for? | 

Q.—Oh now! Did Bell tell you you would be paid money ? 

A.—I never had any conversation with Bell. 

Q.—Did Bell tell you you would be paid money for anything ? 
| A.—No. 
~  Q.—What did Bell say to you? 

A.—J never had conversation with him. 

Q.—Did Bell write the letter 2 

A.—Bell did not. 

Q.—Have you had a promise from anybody to pay you money @ 

A.—Only Courrian. 

Q.—What was Courrian’s promise ¢ 

A.—That I would stand pat with him in the conspiracy charge, in the 
frame up, and stick to the evidence that he had told the others to say, that 
if I would stand up with him and say what he said, he would give me $100. 

Q.—Where was that said ? 

A.—At Slavin’s house. 

Q.—When ? 

A.—Before the conspiracy charge came on. 

Mr. Ranry: Oh, I am talking about recently. I am talking about 
money being offered for the information that you have given in this matter. 

A.—I have not seen Bell in months. | 

Mr. Ovrry: Did Bell or any other person tell to anybody in your 
hearing that if McCutcheon will give me this information I will pay McCut- 
cheon so much money, even if he was not talking to you? Did he say it im 
your hearing? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—Was any such suggestion ever made ¢ 

A.—No sir, because I always a-scared of Bell. 

Q.—Did Bell at any time say anything in your presence from which you 
could conclude he would pay you money ? 


A.—No., 
Q.—Or anybody else would pay you money? 
A.—No sir. 


Q.—Have you heard money discussed or spoken of in connection with 
‘the information that you have been giving in this matter? 

A.—Yes, a Jew, an ex-bootlegger, named Shemnitz, pestered the life 
out of me by phone for weeks to go to his house. I went to his house and he 
said he would take, in a conversation, that he would take all those papers F 
had of the whole outfit and try and get money from Ayearst and. Courrian. 
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Q.—When was this? _§ 
A.—Oh last summer, after everything fell through, and I thought it § 
was framed up or they were trying to get something else on me while going to 
Shemnitz’s house and the people I had shadowing me on the outside said — 
Ayearst and Courrian were in there at that time. i 

().—In Shemnitz’s house ¢ 

A.-~Yes. 

Q.—Was Shemnitz an officer of the Government ? 

A.—He was working for the Government. 

Q.—After he had been charged with B.O.T.A 7? 

A.—Yes sir. : 

Q.—Did you see any other persons at Mr. Lennox’s office you knew on 
your visits there / 

A.—The same day as Bell was in the corridor, I think it was around 
the noon hour, one day I was down town on business, and I dropped in to 
see if Col. Lennox was in, to see how he was coming along, and Budway was 
there with Bell. : 

Mr. Curry: Did you say Courrian and Ayearst went into that house? 

A.—Yegs sir. 7 

Q.—Was that to your knowledge or was it somebody else told you? 

A.—Two witnesses. 

Q.—Who ? 

A.—My brother and his wife. 

Mr. Lennox: And Shemnitz was in the employ of the Government ? 

. A.—No, he was not. 

Mr. Curry: Was he ever in the employ of the Government ! 

A.—TI believe he was. 

Q.—Employed by whom ? 

A.—I think by Mr. Ayearst. | 

Mr. Raney: You met Bell and Budway at Mr. Lennox’s office, you 
say ? 

A.—They were standing in the corridor waiting to see Mr. Lennox. 

Q.—Did you have any talk with them? 

A.—TI had a few words with Bell. 

Q.—What were they ? 

Mr. Curry: You said a moment ago you had never spoken to him? 

Mr. Raney: What was your talk with Bell? 

A.—He just tried to find out what I was doing there. He was after 
information as near as I could make him out. 

Q.—Do you expect money now as a result of the information you have 
given in this matter ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Raney: You are not very clear ? 

A.—Well, I expect my wages. 

Q.—From whom ? 

A.—From the department. 

Q.—Do you expect to be paid in money for the information you have 


given in this matter, in the evidence you have given? 
A.—WNo Sir. 
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Q.—You are clear about that? 

A.—I am certain about that. 

Q.—Then you were asked, “You must be pretty well satisfied in your 
own mind that your name has been used ?’—that is used by Mr. Lennox in 
the House. Answer, ‘‘Yes, I know that my name has been used to my sorrow. 
It was promised that my name would not be used to bring it out in the 
paper. He was not going to discuss all the different things in the House.” 
Was that true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who promised that ? 

A.—TI told Mr. Lennox I did not want it to get into the paper. 

Q.—Who promised it? 

A.—Mr. Lennox said he would help me. 

@.—Did he promise your name would not be brought out ? 

Mr. Lennox: In the paper. 

i Mr. Raney: “I was promised that my name would not be used to bring 
it out in the paper.” Who promised you that? 

A.—Mr. Lennox. 

Q.—And then you went on to say, ‘He was not going to discuss all the 
different things in the House.” Did he tell you that? He was not going 

to discuss all the different things in the House, you told Mr. Dunlop. Did 
he tell you that, that he was not going to discuss these things ? 
| A.—He did not say he was going to discuss them in the House. 
Q.—Answer the question. Your answer before was that he was not 
going to discuss all the different things in the House? 

A.—That was quite true. 

Mr. Lennox: It was quite true because I did not. I have quite a lot 
more yet. 

Mr. Raney: “How had he let you know to come in on the Monday after- 
noon ?”——Answer: “I ’phoned him to see if he had heard anything anywhere. 
He said, ‘Oh, Mac., I have a list here I would like you to drop in and look 
over and see if you can tell me anything about them”? ” Is that true? 

A.—That is true. 

Q.—List of what? | 

A.—List of names, a list of people, and he wanted to know if they had 
worked for the department. 

Mr. Lennox: After you had said in the House they were not. 

Mr. Ranzy: “What is your opinion of the manner in which you feel 
you have been treated now in connection with the information handed out to 
Col. Lennox?” Answer, “I feel that he used my name for purposes of his own.” 
Is that true? 

A.—That is true. , 

Q.—“Double crossed you?’ Answer, “Double crossed me half a dozen 
times.” Is that true—not even honor among bootleggers 4 

Mr. Lennox: Was that question asked by Mr. Dunlop ? 

Mr. Raney: Not among bootleggers; that is one of my own. 

Q.—Answer, “Double crossed me half a dozen times.” And, Question: 
“You feel that he double crossed you?” Answer: “T do not feel it, I know it.” 
Is that true? 


348 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 ' 
I 


A.—That is true. 

Q.—“What purpose do you think he had in doubie crossing you ¢” 

A.—*“Well, his charge was referring to thugs and criminals and one 
thing and another. He used my name four different places; he wanted 
something to back up his statements that I was in gaol and had been con- — 
victed for one thing and other. There is really nothing to either of those 
four convictions, nothing to any one of them. They are the only four things 
IT was ever mixed up in.” 

Q.—Now did you ask anyone to see Mr. Montgomery or any other 
officers and tell them if they would put up enough money you would sell them — 
all the information you had? 

A.—I did not ask anyone to see Montgomery. I have nothing against 
Montgomery. 

~ Q.—Did you offer to sell your reports, the reports you were turning into 
General Elliott, to Courrian for $100 4 

A.—I did not. 

Q.—For a thousand? 

A.—I did not. 

Q.—For any price ? 

A.—Shemnitz said he could get me a thousand dollars if I would give 
him the papers. 

Q.—For what purpose ? 

A.—So as this would not come out. . 

Mr. Lennox: Shemnitz, the Jew? 

Mr. Raney: Well, I want you to be clear, because I am told witnesses 
will say you did do this. Did you ever offer to sell the reports you were 
turning into General Elliott to Courrian for a thousand dollars ‘ 

A. = How could I) do) that? 

Q.—Answer the question. 

A.—No, I did not. 

Mr. Lennox: What was the date of that letter of Dunlop’s / 

Mr. Raney: 21st of April. 

Q.—Is that since you gave evidence the first time here! 

A.—No, since Mr. Hammond gave evidence Mr. Raney—Mr. Hammond 
gave evidence on the 28th of April. 

Mr. Nixon: I may say to clear that up that Mr. Ferguson had asked 
me in the House if this man McCutcheon was out on permit and was run- 
ning around loose down town, so I instructed Mr. Dunlop to find out if this 
was the case and how the prisoner was behaving and if he were living up 
to the whole rules and regulations. 

Mr. Curry: You said something here about Slavin. What about Slavin? 

A.—Slavin himself was used in the department as a stool pigeon after 
his place had been searched by Mr. Ayearst and his men and 60 gallons of 
alcohol taken away. It was after that that the Homer investigation came up, 
IT understood, and Slavin gave evidence for Ayearst. 

Q.—Now the Homer investigation was just prior to the election in 
1919; is that right? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—The Homer investigation, in regard to something that 
place at Jordon? 

A.—Yes sir—some truck loads of liquor. 

Q.—And you say that as a result of a search in Slavin’s 
60 gallons of alcohol seized. How do you know that ? 

A.—Slavin and his wife had discussed it different times in my presence 
—in my presence and witnesses I can produce. 

Q.—How long was Slavin used in the Department at that time ? 

A.—Two or three months, he says. 

Q.—You had no personal knowledge of that beyond what you were 
told by Slavin and the others in Slavin’s Peer with other persons ? 

A.—That is all. 

Q.—Latterly was Slavin used ? 

A.—Just his car. 

Q.—Well, who drove it? 

A.—Himeelf. 

@.—That is Courrian drove one car, who drove the other? 

A.—I drove one; Slavin drove the other. We had two cars. 

Q.—So you drove one of Slavin’s cars and Slavin drove the other, and 
whom did you drive in Slavin’s car ? 

A.—Courrian. 

Q.—You drove Courrian ? 


had taken 


place there was 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—And did Courrian live with Slavin ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Was he there? 

A.—He was there quite a lot. 

Q.—Well, during that time, what business was Slavin engaged in? 

A.—Selling liquor. : 

O.—As a bootlegger ? 

A.—Yes. _ 

Q.—Wholesale or retail ?* 

A.—Some wholesale, some retail. 

Q.—How do you know that? 

A.—I was there. 

Q.—Did you see him sell ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—To whom? 

A.—Different parties come in off the street, sit down and buy their 
drinks, 

Q:—And was Courrian there ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—At the time? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—When these sales were being made? 
A.—Yes sir. 


Q.—Wholesale and retail ? 
A.—Wholesale and retail. tes 
Q.—How long did that go on, what length ot time ? 
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A.—I think during probably two months. 

Q.—What two months? 

A.—June and July. 

Q.—Of what year ? 

A.—1921. 

Q.—During these two months Slavin was engaged in selling liquor in 
Courrian’s presence and to Courrian’s knowledge, and Courrian at that time 
was in the employ of the Government; that is right ? 

A.—Part of the time, and part of the time he was suspended, but he 
was taken back again. 

Q.—Well, during the time he was taken back on, did he then continue 
to be present when sales were being made at Siavin’s house 

A.—Oh yes, and he would buy himself. 

().—Did he sell himself ? 

A.—No. But he would bring men there to put deals through for big 





shipments. 
Q.—When he was with the Department ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Whom did he bring ? 

A.—Applebaum. 

Q.—Applebaum from Windsor? 

A.—I don’t know where he was from, but the name was Applebaum. 

().—So he bought from Slavin, being brought there by Courrian ‘ 

A.—Oh they would come together. 

(.—And who protected him in the transport of the liquor? Who pro- 
tected Applebaum in the transport of the liquor? Did anybody go with him? 

A.—I did not see any liquor shipped from Slavin’s that anyone could 
protect. 

(.—Where was the liquor shipped from Courrian in the car on all 
occasions? Courrian negotiated for some alcohol which I delivered with 
a man named Rutea that had been working for the Department. 

().—Rutea ? 

A.—George Rutca. Courrian says Solly Hite has so many gallons of 
alcohol he wants to get rid of, you go down to Solly Hite’s and see what he 
will take for the alcohol, so we went down; and then Courrian says go out and 
do some business and I went out with Rutea to Mimico and we took orders for 
25 gallons.. Rutea did the talking. We came back—we took the last car. 
Slavin says you had better take the other car because somebody might tip you 
off and look for the number coming back. We delivered the aleohol in an- 
other car. | 

().—Whose was the ear ? 

A.—Slavin’s car. 

Q.—The second car? 

Ao ee, 

Q.—Who got the money ? 

A.—Mrs. Slavin was perched in the front seat to receive the money as 
each gallon was delivered. 

Q.—It was delivered in gallon cans? 

A.—Yes; two cans, three cans. 
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Q.—And she took the money ? 

A.—Rutca would bring the money back after carrying it in. 

Q.—Was he a Government official ? . 

A.—No; he was not working; he was suspended over some affair in 


Brantford. 


your 


_ 


Q.—But he was delivering at this time, delivering at Mimico, Rutea, 
self and Mrs. Slavin, Mrs. Slavin taking the money ? 

A.—Yes, at Mimico. 

Q.—What percentage did you get? 

A.—I was supposed to get a third, but I have not got it. 

Q.—Who made the appointment with you? 

A.—Courrian. 

Q.—And Courrian never paid you? 

A.—Oh we got into trouble before we had done much business. 
Q.—What became of Courrian ? 

A.—Courrian resigned. 

Q.—Now who else besides Courrian that was in the employ of the 


Department was at Slavin’s place any time you were there? 


A.—Max Cohen, Cyril Henry, a man named Fraser or Farrish, and 


George Rutca, ex-officer Cross, and two other men; I cannot recall their names. 


Q.—Did Rutea at any time carry on business on Royce Avenue? 
A.—No, him and his brother carried on business in Mimico. 
Q.—What business ? 


A.—Selling. | 
Q.—Just a business of selling? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—Who employed these men you say were there at Slavin’s House ? 
A.—Mr. Sarvis employed some. , 
Q.—These men were in Mr. Ayearst’s Department under Courrian ? 
A.—No, some of them were working for Sarvis. 

Q.—Which was working for Mr. Sarvis? 

A.—Sarvis, Carrish Rutca, Max Cohen, Henry. 

Q.—They were working under Courrian ? 

A.—Under Sarvis. 

Q.—What department were you in at that time? 

A.—I was under General Elliott’s orders, ! 

Q.—Supposed to be working for him in what capacity ? 
A.—Securing this information that I am telling you. 

Q.—That is, securing this information about Courrian ! 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—While you were there and still associating with these people, was 


there any discussion of Mr. Hammond’s Department? 


A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—With whom? 

A.—The bootleggers in general. wi & 
Q.—Was there any discussion with the other officers working in Sarvis 


Department and Ayearst’s Department, any discussion about Mr. Hammond’s 
Department ? | 


A.—Courrian and Cantwell. 
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Q.—Then when you were discussing matters with employees of Mont- 
gomery’s Department did you discuss Hammond’s Department ? ry 

A.—We would, yes. y 

Q.—What was the subject of your discussion ? ) i 

A.—Oh, on one occasion Mr. Hammond had said something about 
Courrian to Mr. Ayearst and Mr. Courrian had asked for an investigation 
to prove that Hammond was wrong—over some woman or other. 

Q.—Was there any discussion along the line that Hammond was in- 
vestigating Courrian and trying to get him and therefore you should try and 
get Hammond ! . q 

A.—There was a lot of discussion about how they would lke to get 
rid of Hammond. | 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Because Hammond was supposed to be doing crooked work and 
they were not. : 

Q.—You knew they were doing crooked work ? 

A.—I certainly did. 

Q.—Well, was it because Hammond was acting straight ? 

A.—It was because Hammond ‘was’ absolutely honest’ they wanted to | 
get rid of him. | . | 

Q.—And that was the question ? | 

A.—Quite a lot of it. | 

Q.—Now who else could you tell us was sold liquor at Slavin’s with | 
Courrian’s knowledge and Courrian being present? You have told us about | 
Applebaum—Aby ? : | 

A.—Oh, Applebaum, Solly Hite, most of the big bootleggers would | 
meet at Slavin’s House; as near as I could make out that was the head-— 
quarters for the big bootleggers. 

Q.—Now who were the big bootleggers ? | | 

A.—Solly Hite, Slavin and his brother, Jake Kauffman, Shemnitz. 

Q.—Whom else ’ 

A.—Rhinehardt, Joe Zuber, Kitchener. | 

Q.—Who else ? 

A.—Another fellow at the Commercial Hotel in Hamilton. 

Q.—Do you know what his name is? 

A.—I know but I just cannot think of it now. | 

Q.—Who else? : 

A.—There is another fellow on the highway I do not just know. what | 
his name is. . | 

Q.—Whereabouts on the highway? 

A.—Just out the other side of Port Credit ! 

Q.—A man at Port Credit ? | 

A.—On the highway, yes. .A big house right close to the highway on the 
north side ? | 

A.——Y es, | 

Q.—How about a man named Currie at Port Credit? 

A.—Currie? I call him Woods. 

Q.—Who else? 
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A.—Morris Gross, Mrs. Onrot, Waverley Road, East Toronto; oh, and 
he mentioned forty different places in Windsor. Ro is: 

Q.—Now don’t tell us what he mentioned but tell us about people you 
had seen there from time to time at this place? 

A.—Well, everyone in Toronto was there ¢ 

~Q.—Oh no. | 

A.—Well, everyone I have mentioned who lived in Toronto was there at 
Slavin’s. y 

Q.—And those that you mentioned out on the Hamilton Highway, 
Port Credit and beyond, were they there? 2 

A.—No, not that I saw. | 

Q.—Why did you mention them? 

A.—Because we visited them. 

Q.—With whom ! 

A.—Courrian and Slavin. 

Q.—For what purpose ? 

A.—To give our cards. | 

Q.—Now let us get this card business; you had cards? And those 
business cards were given to whom? 

A.—The bootleggers. © : 

. Q.—And the protection of Slavin’s business card by a bootlegger would 
mean what ? ee 

A.—That he was O.K. 

Q.—To whom ? | CMe 

A.—Anybody who wanted to use the card. : | 

Q:—And in case he was stopped by an officer what would it mean? 
By one of the Inspectors ! 

A.—He would be a livery man then. 

Mr. Fercuson: Slavin’s card was a livery card, was it 4 

A.— Yes. Bc 

Q.—But Slavin’s card in the hand of the man driving the car was that 
the man and the car were O. K. for bootlegging purposes ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q:—Supposing Montgomery who was Courrian’s chief, supposing he 
stopped the car and that card was produced, what happened then ? 

A.—Oh, I don’t suppose there would be anything said. 

Q.—Now not what you suppose, don’t tell us anything you don’t know 
about. What would happen ? 
| A.—Nothing would ‘happen. 

Q.—Why do you say nothing would happen; would not a man be ar- 
rested if he had liquor? 

A.—I don’t think they would bother, because everything was all fixed 
with Bell and Montgomery. These men were all pretty thick together, and 
Cantwell, they would go down to the house, in fact I used to meet them, 
and talk about what they would do with this and that, at Woodbine and 
Danforth. 

Q.—Why do you say Montgomery ? 

A.—TI don’t know anything about Montgomery. 

Q.—Why do you say Montgomery ? 
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A.—I can only say I have seen him and Courrian together there and. | 
together in the other house. 1 
Q.—Well now whom do you say were those present at Slavin’s House? | 
A.—I never saw Montgomery at Slavin’s House. 
Q.—He had been at Courrian’s house, and might properly. so; Courrian 
‘was then in the employ of the department: do you know anything to the 
‘discredit at all of Montgomery ? 7 ; 
A.—No, nothing whatever. I am not trying to find fault with any- | 
body. | 
Qi—While you are not trying to find fault, we want to find out. If there | 
is anything against this department, let us get it. What other wrongs do | 
you know in regard to any of the men of the Department ? | 
A.—Well during our conversation, Cantwell— 
Q.—Now who is Cantwell ? 
A.—He is the man that went around with Courrian in the big car. ~ | 
Q.—Driven by whom ? | 
A.—Cantwell. 
Q.—Is he with the Government now ? 
A.—I believe so. 
Q.—Where does Cantwell live ? 
A.—I cannot tell you that? 
‘(Q.—Now who drives the ear? 
A.—I umderstand he is hired by the government to drive his owm ear. 
Q.—And is that Cantwell’s employment just driving the car? 
A.—I cannot tell you that; he acts im the capacity of officer. | 
Q.—Do you know nieeher Cantwell has used. that car for the delivery 
of liquor to bootleggers ? | 
A.—Not only what I have been told. | 
| 








Q.—By whom ? 
A.—Art Finn, the big bootlegger on King street. 
Q.—Now what is Arthur Finn’s address? | 
A.—Well, his hotel is on King street; I just forget. I don’t know the | 
mame of the hotel. | 
‘Q—What information can Art Finn give us if we bring him here? | 
A.—He told me most of the liquor he bought was delivered im Cant- | 
well’s ear. 
(.—Did he say where the purchase was made? | 
A.—That. they would call— . 
Q.—Who would eall ? 
A.—Cantwell, Courrian. 
Q.—Did he mention Courrian’s name? | 
A.—He just said the dark fellow. | 
@.—Well, was there any other dark fellow ? | 
A.—WNo, there is not; he said the foreigner. | 
| 
| 








Q.—And Courrian does not speak English very fluently? 
A.—No he does not. 

Q.—Do you know what his nationality is? 
A.—Armenian. 

Q@.—And Conrrian is the dark man and it was Cantwell and the dare 


Georce V. APPENDIX No. 2. 355° 





man that Finn said, and it was delivered by Cantwell in Cantwell’s car. 
‘Did he say there was or was not anybody with Cantwell at the time? 
_  A.—On different occasions, sometimes the dark fellow would take the 
. and Cantwell deliver; sometimes both would take the order and both 
eliver. | 

Q.—Do you mean that? 

A.—Yes. 

().—Where is Finn now? 

A.—Finn was at the farm for a while. 

Q.—Farm. You mean jail? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Who got the information and particulars which caused the im 
formation to be laid against Finn? ‘The city police or the Department ? 

A.—Both departments, the local and the provincial. 

Q.—That is, the provincial police and the city police? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who obtained the conviction ? 
A.—Well he got convicted two or three times I understand. 
Q.—Were they read as first and second offences, do you know ? 

A.—No they were not. He said he had been up eight times and’ got 
away. : : 
Q.— Eight times and was not convicted ? 

A,.—Not convicted. | 

Q.—Who were the witnesses that were called ? 

A.—Oh some ladies, friends, who were selling for him. 

Q.—Do you know who defended him? 

A.—Tommy O’Conner did. 

- Q.—Who got the first conviction against Finn, the police or the Depart- 
ment ? | 

A.—TI believe it was the department. 

Q.—Who of the Department ? 

‘A.—I don’t know. | 

Q.—You don’t know whether it was under Montgomery or Hammond $ 

A.—No, I cannot tell. : 

Q.—What Department is Charlton in? 

A.—In Hammond’s department. Agi caet 

Q.—Then there are some other ex-Inspectors of police in Hammond’s 
Department are there not ? 3 
A.—Maulhall. 

Q.—Did they get Finn? 

A.—I cannot tell that. pera 
Q.—And you say Finn you think at the present time 1s out at the Jail 
Farm ? 3 | 

A.—I know he was out, whether he is in again or not I do not know. - 

Q.—He served his time and you do not know whether he has been caught 
again ? j : 
A.—Well, I saw something in the paper and that is what makes me be- 
lieve he may have been. 
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 Q.—Who else do you: know of in the city that Courrian or this other — 
man Cantwell has delivered liquor to?. Do you know Lewis? ‘ 

A.—Yes, I know Lewis. | 7 

Q.—What position did he occupy ? - 

A.—He was an inspector. 

Q.—Did he sell liquor? : : 

A.—Not that I know of. I gave him information of big stills up Yonge 
street, and I gave him at one time the information as to how to drive along 
and catch this man that was selling liquor wholesale and Lewis went out and 
got this fellow but there was nothing came out. 

Q.—What do you know about other people selling liquor ? 

A.—Well I have evidence, witnesses, to prove that Courrian told how 
to make money and how much he had and where it was. 

Q.—That is Courrian @ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And how much has Courrian made ¢ 

A.—Well, he claims he ‘has made $210,000. 

Mr. Crarx: Is that one of our officials. 

Mr. Curry: That is the Armenian. 

Q.—Is there anything further you can tell? ¥ : 

A.—Well, at Windsor, in Cross’ time, Mrs. Slavin, Cross and Henry 
and other members of the staff were up there and Courrian and Cross made — 
money there. Courrian says in two weeks he paid Cross $14,800 for assisting 
him and that he sent him to collect $1,750 at Beverley Trumble’s hotel the | 
night before what you call him, this man, was shot, and Cross came back with — 
$1,500. He did not tell him he got the $1,750 and therefore he double crossed 
Courrian and was dishonest after him keeping the $250 and so Courrian says | 
he was through with Cross, he got laid off the Department, he would not go 
out with him any more; and that they collected $50 a case going across the — 
river. Now I have a man that worked for the Express coinpany who has 
put in his statement to say that Courrian had liquor coming there in big 
trunks and that he sold liquor, that Courrian would take it across for $50 a 
case, wagon loads of it. | 

Q.—Who is that? 

A.—Stewart, an express driver. 

Q.—What Express Company, Canadian or Dominion ¢ 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—<And that was at Windsor ? | | 

A.— Yes. | 

Q.—Was Courrian at Windsor part of the time? 

A.—I understood he was there several weeks. 

eae: during that time this kind of work was going on? 

.—Yes. 

Q.—Now is there anybody else that you came across in Toronto? You 
told us about Shemnitz. There are a number left yet. , 

A.—No, I cannot say that I know of any more. I know of a lot but | 
I cannot remember. , 

Q.—Do you know of any out at Mimico? 
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A.—That man on the side of the road, in the house—the big bungalow 
with the fence. * ° : 

Q.—Do you know Marcowitz, the interpreter ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What can you tell us about him? 

Mr. Frereuson: Is he an officer ? 
_ A.—WNo, he is an interpreter at the city hall. I cannot tell you about 
him. I can only tell you that while discussing matters at Slavin’s house, 
officers and bootleggers they often discussed how they could use Marcowitz 
to get them a little pull on their cases—“Go and see Marcowitz; he will fix 
something up for you.” That is all I know about Marcowitz. 

Q.—You have no knowledge except what people said ? 

A.—Just what people said. 

Q.—That is all you can tell us? 

A.—That is all about him. 

Q.—Anybody else? 
| A.—Only Courrian said something in connection with the conspiracy 
charge that he would get Billy Ward to work a frame up on me—Detective 
| Ward. 3 
Q.—Was that the Ward with Scott and the other man? Greenlee. 
Ward, Scott and Greenlee. 
F A.—Ward, Scott and Greenlee. 

Mr. Curry: That is my recollection. 

| Mr. Raney: Mr. Hammond says you told him you had been offered 
$400 for information. I want to know whether you dispute what Hammond 
says in that regard? 
| A.—I cannot remember telling him anything of the sort. 
Q.—Will you deny you told him that? 
A.—I cannot recall it. 
Q.—Will you deny it? 





r A.—I do deny it. 


Mr. Lennox: Would it be true if you did say it? 

A.—No, it would not. 

Mr. Ranny: Did anybody offer you $300 or $400. 

A.—No one ever offered me anything. I have been paying out my 
money. 
Mr. Lennox: Now you spoke of a man named Stewart, who was in 
the employ of either the Canadian or the Dominion Express Co. at Windsor, 
who was mixed up with Courrian? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—I see that in the statement of expenditures there appears the name 


_ of Stewart being associated with you in the elean-up. Is that the same Stewart ? 


A.—That is the same man that put in his statement. 

Q.—And his association with Courrian in representing him in the sale 
of this liquor, was that before or after he was working for the Government 
in the clean up ? 

A.—After. 

Q.—He worked in Sarvis’ time ? 

A.—In Hunter’s time. 
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Q.—Had he been in the employ of the Government prior to that ¢ 

A.— Yes. 

. —aAnd what was he getting out of it? 

A .—$5 a case. 

rane ie that is one of the others who was assisting you to ) clean up 
the Department ? 

A.—Yes Sir, he was assisting me, he was making a statement to put. 
in, a signed statement, to that effect. 

(.—A case of oo Menton? 

A.—A case of information 

Q.—I see he puts in a bill here, “Given to Howard Stewart, to assist 
H. H. McCutcheon in securing evidence, ten dollars.” That is correct, is it ? 

A.—That is correct. 

Q.—Now you say you never offered to sell the reports; I want you to 
tell me is there anything contained in any of the reports that you put in 
that is not true? 

A.—I don’t think there is a word that cannot be corroborated by reliable 
people. | 

Q.—Is there anything that is not contained in the reports, about which 
you have given evidence here—as fully as you have given? 

A.—The only thing I don’t think is detailed out is Budway taking me 
out in a car one night while we had three local detectives shadowing hits for 
three hours. 

Q.—What else—I am going to come to that in a minute? 

A.—And Courrian, the man that was operating the still, I have witnesses 
to prove that he said that Courrian paid his son-in-law $300 to go to court and 
swear I was a partner; I have witnesses to prove that Courrian paid Hunt 
somewhere around $300 to go to court and swear I was a partner in this 
still, that I am serving time for to-day. 

Mr. Raney: I can tell you frankly, that I think you have had a raw 
deal from the information that comes to me. 

Mr. Lennox: Speaking generally with respect to the Department, is 
there anything that is not contained in your reports that you have told here ? 

A.—I ‘cannot just think of anything outside of the Budway and the 
Hunt matter. There is another matter, why Mr. Ayearst gave character 
evidence against me for Slavin. 

Q.—Mr. Ayearst did? . 

A.—Yes, on the conspiracy charge. He got up and said if his name 
was mentioned he wanted to be called and he was called to give character 
evidence for Slavin, after he knew that Slavin had been charged six or seven 
times with selling liquor, and that he himself had searched his place and 
taken sixty gallons out of the garage. He said he thought he was a decent 
man. 

Q.—What became of that sixty gallons? | 

A.—As I understand it, Ayearst took the sixty gallons; that two officers. 
representing themselves as bootlesgers, making the sale, collected $1,400 in 
cold cash and walked out the front door. 

Q.—Collected $1,400 from Slavin? 

A.—For sixty gallons. 


Dd 


4 
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} 
@.Who collected that? 
4 A.—These two men that delivered it. These are Slavin’s own words. 
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Slavin and his wife discussed it, and said he was through, that these two 


_ men were supposed to be working for Ayearst. They went around to Slavin’s 
house; a bootlegger, representing themselves as bootleggers, made a deal with 


Slavin for sixty gallons of alcohol; these sixty gallons, Slavin says, was 
delivered to his garage. He took the men into the garage and paid them 
' $1,400 cash. These two men walked out of the front door with Slavin’s 
$1,400. They had not been gone three minutes before Ayearst, Lewis, Cour- 
rian, and other members of the staff came in and said, “We are Provincial 
officers, we are going to search your place.” Slavin says, “All right, search.” 
Mr. Ayearst, they say, said, ‘““‘Do you know who those two men are that just 
went out?’ Slavin, the bootlegger, said, “Friends of mine.” They got to the 
garage and seized the liquor and Ayearst asked again, ““Do you know who 
those men are?’ and Slavin says, “You have got the stuff, what more do you 
want?’ Two or three days later, Slavin says, he found out these men were 
working for Ayearst, and he gave a man $100 to show him where Mr. Ayearst’s 
office was, and he went down and Mr. Ayearst squared everything away 
- for $400 and he says Mr. Ayearst paid him the money back since that. 
Q.—When was this? 
A.—This was just before the Homer investigation. 
Q.—Three or four years ago? 
A.—I think it was four years ago. 
Q.—Was this matter inquired into by Chief Justice Meredith, on the . 
‘Commission ? : 
A.—Slavin says that there was an investigation, and that he said H. H. 


_ Dewart sent a man up there with $3,000 for Slavin to go down and tell what 


he knew about Ayearst on this matter. I have this all down, evidence to 
back up these statements; Slavin and his wife said that Mr. Dewart sent 
this man, that Slavin went to see Mr. Ayearst, and whatever passed be- 
tween them, Slavin swore his life away for Ayearst in the Homer investigation 
and Slavin claims to-day, any time he wants money he has Just to go to 
Ayearst’s office and get it. , : 

Q.—Who was the man said to be sent up by Mr. Dewart ? 

A.—TI don’t know who that man was. 
Mr. Frereuson: What you mean is, Slavin says he perjured himself to 
protect Ayearst ? 
A.—Yes, and he got a job as operator; after that he was working for 
the Department. 

Mr. Crarxe: This is all three or four years ago ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Curry: That would be sometime in 1919, during the time of the 
election. 

Mr. Frereuson: About 1918. 

Mr. Curry: What else have you there? Roney 

A.—I was told to investigate, to try and locate orders signed by Mr. 
Ayearst to have carloads of liquor moved up the track. I was given istruc- 
tions to locate or find out what I could about certain orders by Ayearst, to have 
¢arloads of liquor moved up the track, whether to be hitched on by another 
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train or unloaded I do not know, but that was the information I received to | 
work on. 

Q.—Who gave that order? 

A.—Capt. Collinson, in the presence of General Elliott. 

Q.—How late was that? 

A.—In August. 

Q.—Of 1921? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now is there anything else you have there? 

Mr. Frravuson: Well did you investigate it? 

A.—I did what I could. 

Q.—Did you get any information? 

A.—I did not. 

A.—Was there anything else you had there? Do you know Greenberg # 

A.—No I do not. 

Q.—Do you know Benson the Gypsy ? 

AN 0, 

Q.—Did you report to the Department that you had given perjured 
evidence at Owen Sound, and that the man had been convicted on that 
evidence ? 

A.—I explained to Mr. Sarvis. 

Q.—Could you locate the date of the Owen Sound case any way? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Was it in 19202 

A.—Mr. Sarvis is there, he will tell you. 

Q.—Was it last year or the year before last ? | 

A.—1921. 

Mr. Lennox: When I was interrupted I was asking you if you reported | 
fully everything that you have given in detail here but not to the same | 
extent, that is, that affected the Department ? ) 

A.—Almost everything that has been mentioned here before this Com- | 
mittee has been given to the Department in writing. 

Q.—And that knowledge has been within their possession in writing | 
for how many months? | 

‘A.—Oh, from June last. | 

Mr. Lennox: Nearly a year; so that there was nothing outside of the | 
few things you have mentioned that is new to the Department in your | 
evidence? Nothing that they were not in possession of ? 

A.—I gave the information to Mr. Hammond; sometimes I outg bring | 
the reports to General Elliott’s. office, but most of the reports were made out | 
md taken by Mr. Hammond, to be ‘typewritten out. He kept the copies or | 

| 





cept the originals and sent the copies into General Elliott. 

Q. alive mean you went in and verbally told him ? 

A.—I wrote them out and I handed them to him. 

Q.—So they have been in possession of the information you have given 
us yesterday and to-day, excepting these two cases, Hunt’s case and one 
other ? : 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Now you were talking about Budway. You say this is one of 
the things you did not tell the Department ? 

A.—That is, reported to the Department in writing. 

Q.—What is that? 

A.—At the time Shemnitz was bothering me to go and see him at his 
house. 

Q.—Where is Shemnitz’ house ? 

A.—On Shaw Street. Budway came to me and said he had phoned up 
my brother’s house, and said he had some information, and he would he!p 
me go on and prove that Courrian framed me with this still, and he showed 


' me the night the still was raided, Courrian, that he went up to Hunt’s 


house, to the place on Gerrard, that they had small bottles of samples of porter, 
whiskey, alcohol, and Budway phoned and told me and in the presence of my 
brother that after he showed how he went and crawled in the fan light 
with Partridge or some officer and saw all these bottles broken up outside 
the back door. I made an appointment to meet him at DeGrassi Street and 
Queen. I took my brother along; we had a big McLaughlin ear, “Now,” he 
says, “come on, we are going to get Courrian,” told me all I knew about ‘Cour- 
rian, what he has done to me and what he is going to do. However, I had: made 
arrangements with No. 8 Police station, and they were right on the job 
behind with another car, followed us all through the ward, and Budway 
with a liquor warrant in his pocket to search for liquor, and he must have 
called at twenty different places. We finally wound up on Queen Street 
at twelve o’clock, and back on Dundas, and Arthur, and along Dundas, and 
during that time he was telling me what Courrian had done, what he was go- 
ing to do, how much money we would get if I would join and give informa- 
tion. 

Q.—Did you tell me the same story you have told us here, about this 
frame up ? 

A.—I think I did. 

Q.—Did you explain how this man had double crossed you? 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—And did you tell me you had not the opportunity of calling wit- 
nesses @ 

A.—I said I was not allowed to call witnesses, that I was railroaded 
in Magistrate Jones’ court. 

Q.—Was it in view of the statement made to me, you stating you had 
not been treated right, that I offered to help you! 

A.—You told me you had looked up the evidence, and I had got a 
raw deal. | é 

Mr. Lennox: And so for once I was of the same opinion as the Attorney- 
General. I was willing to help you? | 

A.—That was what you said. 

Mr. Lennox: Was there any suggestion direct or indirect that any as- 
sistance I should give to you depended on any information that you gave to me? 

Q.—At all events that was the representation you made, that you had 
been framed ? 

A.—I am not denying it, either. 
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Q.—You had been framed at Guelph? Framed in the conspiracy charge, 
and framed in the illicit distillery ? 

A.—I was framed in the conspiracy charge, but it was supposed to have 
been withdrawn when it came to the day of trial. 

Q.—Who was supposed to have it withdrawn ? 

A.—General Elliott guaranteed that protection. After talking for a long 
time in General Elliott’s office, General Elliott said he had every confidence 
in me, and that he would give me all provincial protection, that if any such 
thing came up, that I would be framed, which I had been, I was told he 
would look after me. He did not do it. 

Q.—Now at the time of the Gross matter, you were not framed at that 
time. You were in that ? | 

A.—Yes, I was in ‘that. 

Q.—So afterwards he had promised to protect you? 

A.—aAnd he has not done it; they were supposed to supply me with 
counsel and everything else. I was not. 

Q.—You were convicted and let out on suspended sentence ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Rayzy: Did you yourself go to Shemnitz’ house? 


A.—After that conversation on the street and after three or four phone © 


ealls to be there I went to Shimnitz’ house. 


Mr. Lennox: I think you used the word in evidence about being double © 


crossed by me. What did you mean by that? 

A.—I meant you said you were going to help me, you would write to 
Ottawa or something and could get me released; you said you would do that 
and as far as I knew you had not. 

Mr. Curry: Your name was not to be published. Was that said? 

A.—I said I did not want it coming out in the paper. 

_ Mr. Curry: You said to Mr. Lennox, that you did not want it to come 
out in the paper. What was the answer ? 

A.—That it would not. 

Mx. Lennox: You knew it was coming up in the House, that your name 
was going to be discussed there 2 

A.— Certainly.” 

The Committee then adjourned until 10 o’clock the next morning. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
May 11, 1921. 

The Committee met at 10 a.m., Mx. Watson in the chair. , 

Mr. Ranry: I would like to ask McCutcheon a question before we go 
on. You said something yesterday about Mr. Dunlop—and I want to be 
quite fair to.you—that Mr. Dunlop suggested that you should be paid twenty 
dollars a day for your attendance. | 

McCutrcnron: I said my time was valuable, that I was building a 
house, and I said something about ten dollars a day, and it was Mr. Dunlop 
suggested that I should suggest twenty dollars or something like that. 

Mr. Raney: Mr. Dunlop, will you stand up? Is that the gentleman who 
made the suggestion ? , 

A.—Yes Sir. 


3 


@.—You haven’t any doubt about it? | - 


a, 


ase. 
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A.—No doubt about it. 
Q.—Where was the suggestion made? 


A.—In the presence of this gentleman at the end of the table, (Mv. 
O’Brien). , 

(.—Where was it made? 

A.—In this room, we were seated on the chairs. 

Q.—You were sitting beside Mr. Dunlop? 

A.—Yes, I was sitting beside Mr. Dunlop. 

Mr. Raney: All right. I just wanted to make sure. 

Wirness: I would like to correct a statement I made yesterday, if the 
Committee will permit me. I think I gave the members of the Committee a 
wrong impression in regard to the statement made about Mr. Sarvis. I said 
Mr. Sarvis sometimes threatened his men with dismissal if they didn’t pro- 
vide results. I don’t mean to say that Mr. Sarvis directly told his men at 
any time that if they didn’t come home with results or strain a point that 
he would dismiss them. What I meant to say is that Sarvis would advise his 
men in a very direct way before they left the Department by saying they 
must be on the job, and the information he would give them from time to 
time before they left the office was that with the information he had that the 
men they were sent out to catch were selling, if they used the methods and 
instructions received from him they would get results. But they must be 
on the job, and if they didn’t come back with results then he thought there 
must be something wrong. He always advised his men to keep out of trouble, 
keep away from women and not drink too much liquor. I might say that he 
is a man of wide experience, from operator to officer in charge. 

Q.—What experience ? 7 

A.—O. T. A. work. I didn’t want to have anyone think, he said directly or 
indirectly, they would be dismissed if they didn’t provide results. , 

Mr. Frereuson: What you mean is that Sarvis never gave you the im- 
pression that he wanted you to do anything improper ? 

A.—No. He always to my knowledge gave the impression that he wanted 
the men to be square and on the job. 

Mr. Ranzy: Honest, and square ? 

A.—Yes. 


Mr. Frreuson: Who have you been talking to since you gave evidence 
yesterday ? ; 

A.—I read the papers and they gave the impression that I spoke wrongly 
of Sarvis. . 

.Q.—Haven’t you seen anyone? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Was it correct when you said the operator appeared afraid of los- 
ing his job ? | 

A.—I said they discussed it among themselves, that they must get some- 
thing this week or they would get fired. 

Sam McCutcheon called and sworn. Examined by Mr. Lennox. 

@.—You are Sam McCutcheon ? 

’A.—Yes Sir. | 

Q.—And a brother of H. H. McCutcheon ? 


c A.—Yes Sir. 
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Q.—What was your occupation prior to your becoming associated with 
the License Department ? 

A.—I was a motor mechanic. 

Q.—Where do you live? 

A.—At Mount Dennis. 

Q.—Then when did you first enter the employ of the Government, in 
the O.T.A. Department ? 

A.—Some time in August, 1921. 

Q.—And who was your boss ? . 

A.—Well I first started with Mr. Hammond, and gave him a little 
information and helped out my brother on different things he did. I received 
expenses but no salary for a couple of weeks to get on to the work. 

Q.—What name did you go under while working with Mr. Hammond ¢ 

A.—Sam McCutcheon. 

Q.—And you worked with him how long? 

A.—Two weeks. | 

Q.—And what class of work did you perform during these two weeks ¢ 

A.—I went around with my brother to a place in Mount Dennis to the 
Lamantia brothers. We went out there. That was the origin of my getting 
into the Department. I was out at the garage where Lamantia told me he 
was going to get my brother, and he was waiting for him with a hammer. 
I didn’t know then that my brother was working for the Department. I told 
my brother, and he says is that true and I said yes, and he said, I would like 
to see those fellows, and he said if you come along with me I can get you a job. 

Q.—What did you do? | 

A.—I went to see Mr. Hammond at the house with my brother, and they 
suggested I should go out to Lamantia’s garage. We went out and we met 
Sam Lamantia at the garage and he came out. 

Q.—You say Lamantia told you he was waiting for your brother with a 
hammer @ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—For what ? 

A.—For getting a conviction against his mother. Then my brother 
went out to square matters up. He called Sam Lamantia out to the street 
and asked him if he said it, and Lamantia said, yes, I did say it, and I will 
also do it. My brother said, didn’t I try to help you when I found out the 
officers had got your mother? Wasn’t it me who got your mother off? I 
helped to save you that way, and he said, didn’t that cost us money, didn’t the 
liquor cost us anything? My brother said, you got off light, and Lamantia 
said, we gave the officer $500 and that was money. I don’t think there was 
much more took place apart from the argument of what he would do to him 
if he crossed his path any more. 

Q.—Who were the officers 2 

A.—I don’t know any of the officers. 

Q.—You don’t know their names ? 

A.—I was not enough familiar with them at that time to know. 

Q.—The officers to whom he referred were the officers who made the 
seizure ? 


A.— Yes. 
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Q.—And who raided the house ? 

A.—Yes. | | 

Q.—Did you have any other conversation with these men at that time? 
A.—WNo, not at that time. . , 

Mr. Raney: Who was the conversation with 4 

A.—Sam Lamantia, son of Mrs. Lamantia. 

Q.—Where is Sam Lamantia ? 

A.—On the Weston Road. 

Q.—Do I understand that Mr. Lennox has been asking the witness to 


tell what somebody told him ? 


Mr. Lennox: I was merely trying to save time. I did not want to 
bring the man himself here. 7 

Mr. Crark: What is Lamantia’s address ? 

A.—Mount Dennis. 

Mr Lennox: Then you got into the Department from that episode! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you were working for Hammond how long? 

A.—About two weeks. 

Q.—What duties were you performing outside of this during these 
two weeks. 

A.—My brother wanted me to help him out, and he took me around 
with him. He showed me the idea and how we were going to go about it. 
When the two weeks were up he suggested to Hammond that I try to get a 
job with Mr. Ayearst’s department and see what I could find out there. 


There was nothing said at that time about an assumed name. 


Q.—Tell me what took place in regard to Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—I went to Mr. Ayearst’s department with a man named Lloyd 
Gordon. We went down to get a job. , 

Q.—Who was Lloyd Gordon ? 

A.—He was with the Department before. 

Q.—Is he the man from Kitchener? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The man who went to Regina? 

A.—Yes. So we walked into the office and Mr. Ayearst asked Gordon 
who he was, and he said I am Lloyd Gordon. You know me. Mr. Ayearst 
said I believe I do. You are the scoundrel who ran away with the money 
from Kitchener. ‘And Gordon said, Yes I am, but Mr. Ayearst, the money 
I received came from this Department and Mr. Ayearst said, not to my 
knowledge and Gordon said it did to my knowledge. 

Mr. Raney: You are getting this witness to tell something that Gordon 
told him. . 

Mr. Lennox: No it was said in the presence of Mr. Ayearst and it was 
said in his presence. 

Witness: Lloyd Gordon said “it was to my knowledge,” and at that 
Mr. Ayearst called Mr. Courrian the Provincial Officer into his department, 
along with some other man, whose name I don’t recall at present, and they 
had quite a talk and asked me my name. I didn’t know what to say at the 
time, but I thought I was done, and I said I was Dunn. That 1s how I 
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got the name of Dunn, so he said he couldn’t give Lloyd Gordon a job, and 
I knew I wouldn’t get a job if I said my name was McCutcheon. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—I knew there was quite a going on at that time. 

Q.—With your brother and the Department ? 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—That is the time your brother was investigating the Department. 

A.—Yes, so they sent me into Mr. Montgomery’s office and sat me down 
in a chair. Mr. Montgomery said ‘Do you want to start with us? and I 
said yes. He said Do you understand the nature of this business. 
You know it is a pretty low business. You would not want to go to Court 
and be raked down and told you were nothing but a stool pigeon, what will 
your friends think? I said I don’t care what my friends think, I have to 
look after myself. He says, At that rate we will give you a job at $25 a 
week and dismiss you any time we feel like it. I said alright he said 
Come in in the morging and start to work. I came back in the morning 
and I met a man, I don’t know what his name was, and I don’t know yet. 
I never found out. 

Q.—One of the officers ? 


A.—No, he was an operator, but he seemed to know more of the Depart- 


ment business than the Department themselves. At least he asked me more — 


questions than any of the Department did. He found out all the infor- 
mation he could from me, and I noticed that he called Alec Courrian the 
Provincial Officer aside, and told him all he had received from me. So they 
sent me out that day to see what I could get and I didn’t get anything, and 


it went on for two or three days and I didn’t get anything. Then I got a case ~ 
: g ything g 


from a man named Charles Zenna of Baldwin Street and when I got the 
case I explained to Courrian I would have to have an automobile, as the 
time I went around before I went around in a car, and if I went any other 
way it would spoil a good case. 

Mr. Crarx: Do you mean a case of whiskey ? 

A.—No a charge, so he got a man named Chalk to lend me his car. He 
was in the World building, and he loaned me his car and we made an arrange- 
ment over the telephone to go around and get the liquor. I went around 
to get the liquor and tell the officers where it would be, but they lost the 
man that day and never got him. 

Q.—Which man ? 

A.—The man I got the liquor off. 

(.—Who were the officers who went there? 

A.—Courrian, Bell, and Provincial Officers Partridge, Cantwell and 
Tweedly. At any rate we didn’t get the man. The next day we made the 
same arrangement and I told them to be in a different place. We got the 
man and caught him cold in the car with the liquor. They didn’t go back 
to the house to search for the liquor, but arrested the man and took him to 
the Police Station. The whole works went to the Police Station. 

Mr. Curry: What do you mean by the whole works? fe 

A.—I mean every officer. They all went to the Police Station and left 
the liquor unguarded in the house. 

Mr. Frrevson: Did you go with them to the Police Station ? 


| 


+ 
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A.—Yes. We then went down to the office where Alec Courrian the 
Provincial Officer went in to Mr. Ayearst’s Department. He was in his 
office and came back a few minutes later and says Dunn the chief wants 
to see you. I went in the office and Mr. Ayearst sat me down. He said 
little for a few minutes and then he talked to me about a few little things 
that did not concern me or the liquor very much as far as I was concerned, 
and I went back into Courrian’s department, where I found the bunch in 


a pinochle game. It looked to me as if they had just left me long enough 


to find out what they would do with the liquor. 

Mr. Ranzy: Did you give the name of the defendant in this case? 

A.—Charles Zenna. So after a few minutes sitting down in Courrian’s 
Department, Courrian said What did the chief say to you and I explained 
what the chief said and he flew in the air and got up and made a run into 
the chief’s office. He came back and said, I guess we had better get that 
liquor. They all got in and went out to get the liquor and we went in 
to the house. Courrian showed his badge and told the people he was a 
Provincial Officer and wanted to search the house and the lady let us in. 
Courrian said, We want that liquor and we want it quick, so tell us where 
this liquor is. She told him it was in the cupboard and got the key and 
they didn’t search any place else. } 

Mr. Lennox: How much liquor did you report there was ? 

A.—I had reported I just forget the amount, but I think a hundred or 
more bottles, some Scotch and G. and W. A hundred and some odd bottles 
anyway. I know there was ten cases not accounted for in the Police Court. 
I took particular notice of that. When they got the liquor they put it on a 
truck. 

Q.—How much did they get? 

A.—One hundred and some bottles, I cannot remember now. 

Mz. Curry: Was it in cases or bottles? 

A.—In bags. But it was not in bags until they sent me out to buy 
bags to put it in. 

Mr. Lennox: How was that kept? 

A.—Just loose. — 

Q.—And in addition to that there were ten cases ? 

A.—No. Ten cases, that would be ten times twelve bottles not ac- 
counted for when the Judge asked Provincial Officer Courrian how many 
eases were there. He was short about ten cases. 

Mr. Curry: You say he was short about one hundred and’ twenty 
bottles ? 

A—I don’t know how many bottles, I know it was ten cases short 
when it was rendered out in court. 

Mr. Raney: I thought you said they only took away one hundred 


bottles ? 


A.—There may have been more, there was perhaps one hundred and 


fifty altogether. I don’t know how many there was, but there was over a. 


hundred. 

Mr. Curry: How many did they state that they seized? 

A.—I don’t remember. 

Q.—You say there was a hundred and fifty there and there was one 
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liundred.and twenty of a shortage, there would be about thirty bottles ac- 
counted for? | 

A.—I believe something like that. 

Mr. Frercuson: Part at any rate was accounted for, and somebody said 
there was ten cases short ? 

A.—When they gave it out in court, they gave it out that there was 
so many bottles. 

Mr. Raney: You weren’t then able to say what quantity of liquor 
there was? 

A.—I did. 

Q.—How many do you say there were in the first instance ? 

A.—TI didn’t count them. 

Q.—How many did you say you saw? 

A.—Something over a hundred or a hundred and fifty. I don’t know 
whether there was that many or not. It was very close to it. They were 
counted I believe and it is all down some place. 

Mr. Curry: Then you went back a second time with the officers ? 

A.—This was the time I went back. There was no second time. 

Q.—When you were there the first time you saw the whiskey ? 

A.—No I didn’t. 

Q.—I thought you said so. 

A.—No I didn’t. 

Mr. Lennox: You went back with the officers and the closet was opened, 
how many bags were taken out ? 

fat Sout five or six. 

Q.—How many bottles in a bag? 

A.—I believe there were two cases in a bag. Twenty-four bottles in 
a bag. 

Q.—F ive or six bags and twenty-four bottles to a bag. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was this stuff taken to the Police Station ? 

A.—No, I don’t know where if was taken. It was taken in a truck 
and I was taken away in a car. 

Mr. Curry: That would be 120 to 124 bottles taken to the Police 
Station. 

A.—I don’t know where it was taken. 

Q.—Where did the shortage come in? Were you at the Police Court 
when the case came up ? 

A.—I gave evidence. 

Q.—You saw the whiskey produced there? 

A.—TI did not. 

Q.—Then how do you know how much was produced in the Police 
Court ? 

A.—There was none produced in the Police Court, only one bottle. 

©.—Then how did there come to be a shortage? 

A.—Understand me. When we got the liquor, it was ere out at 
that time, on a piece of paper at the house. 

@.—You don’t know how many there were? 

A.—I don’t know, but I knew at that time. 
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Q.—You would judge about one hundred bottles? 

A.—I think there was more than one hundred bottles. 

Q.—Where did the shortage come in. 

A.—I knew how many there was when I was in the Police Court, and 
one of the Provincial officers was asked how many was seized, and he said a 
sum that was less than the figures I knew were right, but I just forget what 
the figures were. 

Mr. Frercuson: You knew there was a shortage of ten cases between the 
amount taken and what the officers said was taken ? 

Mr. Lennox: Is that. correct ? 

A.—That is correct. 

(.— Between what was taken and what he said was taken, there was a 
difference about ten cases ? 

A.—I can’t exactly say, I know there was some difference. I won’t say 
how many cases, but there was a deal of difference any ways. 

Mr. Curry: From your last statement, the conclusion I arrived at was 
that when the liquor was taken out of the closet it was in bags. 

A.—It was put in bags. 

Q.—You were asked how much were taken out of the cupboard and you 
said five or six bags, and you also told us you had gone out to buy the bags. 
What you mean is that the bottles were stored in the cupboard ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And then taken out and put in bags? 

A.—Yes, the bags I bought. 

Q.—The impression that I got from your answer to the Attorney-General 
was that when the bottles were taken out of the cupboard they were in the 
bag, but I know that isn’t what you meant. 

Mr. Nixon: Were there twenty-four bottles in each bag? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And there were five bags ? 

A.—F ive or six bags. 

Mr. Nixon: He said 150 bottles were produced in police court. 

Mr. Lennox: Oh no, only one bottle is produced in police court: 

A.—Yes, that is the idea. 

Q.—The bottles seized were taken away from the house in a truck? 

A.—Yes. ) 

Q.—And the truck was in charge of the officers 

A.—Yes, exactly. 

Q.—And you were sent away in a touring car? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you see the liquor after that? 

A.—No, never any more. ug 

Q.—The next you heard of it was when you were called in the police 
court to give evidence ? 

A.—Yes. 

_Q.—And you say that from the evidence given there was a discrepancy ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And your opinion is that it was over one hundred bottles? 

A.—Yes. 


a 
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@.—Is that correct ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—How, did you come to the conclusion that there was shortage ! 

A.—Well as a rule the Judge will say, ‘How much did you seize.” 
Then the officer will get up and read what he seized. Well he read a list of 
figures and they were less than the figures as I knew them in the first place. 

().—That is the magistrate asked one of the officials how much was. 
seized and the ofticial replied and the number he stated was one hundred bottles. 
or more, less than you knew was taken ¢ 

A.—I would not say I was correct at one hundred bottles or more, but 
there was a big discrepancy. I said about ten cases, but whether it was more 
or less [ would not be certain. 


Q.—In answer to a question of the magistrate, the official stated a certain. 


number which was much less than the number actually taken away from 
the house ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: Who was it gave that false evidence. .What officer gave 
false evidence ? 

A.—Which false evidence do you refer to ? 

Q.—Giving a false quantity ? 

A.—Provincial Officer Courrian. 

(@.—Did he swear to what was untrue? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: What became of that case, was there a conviction 2 

A.—There was a conviction. It was a peculiar case. 

Mr. Raney: At all events the whiskey is down at the warehouse now, 
I am told. We will produce a receipt for it. 

Mr. Lennox: You stayed with Mr. Ayearst, how long? 

A.—About four weeks. 

Q.—And during that time what other work were you engaged in. 

A.—The same day I got that case, I got another case on 18 Glasgow St. 
We went to that house after we got the Charles Zenner case. 

Mx. Curry: What officials. Who went with you? 

A.—The same officials. They generally go around together. I am in- 


cluding them all. I went in to this house and they asked me what I would” 
have and I told them Scotch, and they asked me if that was the only one I 


wanted, and I said yes, I always buy Scotch. I came out and got the officers. 
and when they went in to search the house, they found no more Scotch, but. 
G. and W. They were upstairs quite a time and I ran up to see for myself. 
They were making quite a racket with the bottles, so I thought I would go: 
up and have a look, but immediately I got to the top of the stairs, they 
slammed the door. shut and sent me down. 

Mr. Curry: Who did that? 

A.—One of the officers. They were inside the room. 

Q.—Who were inside? 


A.—There was Provincial Officer Courrian, and Cantwell who acted as: 


an officer. There were some of the officers down stairs. I can’t say who they 
were now. It was a mixed up affair. I was looking after the liquor to see 
how much was there. They had sent one man downstairs for a bag. I be- 
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lieve it was Provincial Officer Bell, and Budway later told me that he must 


be a partner of the first man I got, because the liquor was in the same kind of 


bags as the case we got the first time. At any rate, they brought eleven 


bottles out in a bag, which they took upstairs and led me to believe there was 
more there. The woman had told me she had twenty bottles of Scotch, and 


_ they only got G. and W. | 


Mr. Lennox: That is all they got from the house? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—What became of that case ? 
A.—That was a second conviction I was able to get. 
Mr. Raney: You were doing pretty well. 
Mr. Lennox: This man was doing his part alright. 
Mr. Curry: Who was that? 
_ A.—That was at 18 Glasgow St. I just forget his name. ‘There are 
so many names it 1s hard to remember. 
Mr. Hatt: Do you want the Committee to understand that there was 
liquor upstairs that was not turned in ? 
_ A.—That is the idea exactly. 
Mr. Curry: That is what his suspicion was. Has he given us the 


reasons for his suspicions ¢ 


Mr. Lennox: You had bought the Scotch about how long before they 
came in ¢ 
A.—About five minutes. 
Q.—And they got eleven or thirteen bottles of G. and W.? 
A.—FEleven I think. : 
Q.—How long were they closeted in this room ‘ 
A.—Twenty or twenty-five minutes. 
Mr. Curry: Was the defendant there? 
A.—He was downstairs. 
Mr. Ransey: That man’s name was John Northey. 
A.—That is the name. 
| Mr. Lennox: Was any member of the family or any one else in the 


- room except the officers ? 





A.—No, but Provincial Officer Courrian talked to the woman in the kit- 
chen. oe 

Q.—Then the conversation that Courrian had with this woman in the 
kitchen. Was that before or after they were closeted in the room ? 

A.—Before and after. 

Q.—Did you see them come out of the room ? 

A.—I saw them come downstairs. ‘The room was just at the top of 
the stairs. I believe there were two rooms. I heard all this noise as if 
they were continually pulling bottles around, As if they had ten bags, pulling 
them around and rattling them as if they were breaking them, and then when 
the men came downstairs they said this is all they found. 

Q.—Eleven to thirteen bottles ? 

A.—Eleven bottles. 

Mr. Raney: You said they were making a noise as if they were break- 
ing them 4 
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A.—A noise loud enough, as if they were moving them from one room 
to another and counting them over. 

Mr. Lennox: Where was the liquor kept that was given you, the bottle 
of Scotch ? : 

A.—It was kept in Courrian’s department. 

Q.—But where did the woman keep it ? 

A.—Upstairs. 

Q.—She went upstairs for it ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Did she go into the same room where these operators were ? 

A.—Yes, it was the same room. It was right at the top of the stairs. 


I was up the stairs and I saw the room. It was a kind of an L shape. She 


was up long enough to go to this room. 

Q.—Then five minutes after that they came in and they found no 
Seotch whiskey ? 

A.—No Scotch. 

Q.—You didn’t see any Scotch ? 

A.—No, 

Q.—What other case did you have anything to do with? 

A.—I got another case on Jarvis St. and I got another case on St. Patrick 
St. where they were selling by the drink. I don’t know what that man’s. 
hame was, but there was nothing to that case, any more than he was selling 
by the drink and they got him and there was a conviction. 

@.—Then you remained with the Department under the name of Dunn, 
or was it McDunn? 

A.—Dunn. 

@.—You say you were there about a month? 

A.—Yes, about a month. 

Q.—How was it you severed your connection with the Department ? 

A.—When I got this case on Jarvis St. the man knew me and he made 
a statement to the Department, and he probably was surprised to hear me 
go under the name of Dunn, and called me McCutcheon. Therefore they 
found out my name and that ended the works, 

Q.— Why? 

A.—Because they didn’t want me any more. 

Q.—Because they found out your name was McCutcheon ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How jong after they asserted that you were a brother of H. H. 
McCutcheon, were you discharged ? 

A.—Well it was in court that day that the case got so hot for me that 
I told them I would leave. 

Q.—What do you mean it got so hot? | 

A.—You are getting ahead of me now. I got away ahead of where I 
started. When I got this case on Jarvis St., I learned through the Depart- 
ment that they were selling for Courrian and the officers at the corner of 
Jarvis and Queen, and that is the reason I got the case on Jarvis Street as 
close as I could to this one, to see what they would do. I was not after the 


case. What I wanted to find out was what they were doing. 
@.—Who? . 
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A.—The officers. When I went in to the office and said I had got a 
place on Jarvis St. they seemed much alarmed. 

Q.—Who did you say it to? 

A.—I said it to the officers in there. Alex Courrian wasn’t there at that 
time, but there was Cantwell, Partridge and Tweedy in the Department at 
the time. I said to Partridge, I got a case on Jarvis St. Partridge sat there 
with a peculiar face on him, and Cantwell said to me, is it over the Drug 
store. Partridge said .to me Sh— you damn foo] as much as to say, you 
have given the game away, and he had. So they hung around and hung 
around. ~ 

Q.—Was it over the Drug store? 

A.—No, but I didn’t give them that information until they got to the 
house. 

Mr. Lennox: They thought it was? 

A.—Yes, until they got there. They hung around until the whole staff 
got there, and when Courrian came in they mentioned it to him, and he 
seemed much alarmed and he tried to telephone and several other things but 
could get no connections, and was much more alarmed. They sent me with 
the officers to the place, but they didn’t mark the money in the office. They 
marked it in the lane, to prolong the thing longer. They didn’t go round 
as they usuaily do. They sent the car ahead to tip off the place I was going 
to. I learned that much later. When I got around there they marked the 
money in the lane and they stuck around as close as possible to see if it was 
the place that they suspected, but it didn’t happen to be the place. 

Mr. Lennox: Where would this place be? 

A.—It was up from Queen and Jarvis St. either 45 or 46. I can’t say 
for sure; it was close to there. 

Q.—And they knew then that you were McCutcheon ? 

A.-—No they didn’t. 

Q.—They thought you were Dunn? 

A.—Yes. 7 

Mr Curry: Was the house on the east or the west ? 

A.——It was on the east, and the other place was on the west. 

Mr. Lennox: What was the result of that? 

A.—They went in and got a man and they found one bottle. 

Q.—How much had you bought ? 

A.—One bottle. 

Q.—What kind of whiskey ? 

A.—I think it was G and W. 

Q.—What kind did they get? 7 

A.—G and W. I cannot swear to that, because there were so many bottles 
handled at different times that you can’t remember everything. 

Q.—They just got the one bottle beside the one you POG. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did they ask you in or try to prevent you from going in? 

A.—No, I went in. 

Q.—Was there a conviction in that case? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You were doing pretty well ? 
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A.—And I would have done more if they had let me alone. 

Q.—What was the matter, you say you were getting hot! 

A.—When I went there Ogurrian says, I am going to give you some 
good advice, I said, All right sir. He said, Do you know a man named 
McCutcheon ? iF Raid. if diawe He said, I’m iooking for a man named Me- 
Cuteheon. You look for him for me. Well, I went out to look for this 
man McCutcheon, and every once in a while I would see McCutcheon in the 
office, and I would see McCutcheon and Courrian talking together. He 
was still looking for McCutcheon. He was a bad man. But before that 
McCutcheon and Courrian had quite an. argument on the steps outside the 
Department, they had had severai ee by the way, but this was a © 
special one. . 

Mr. Raney: Were you there? 

A.—I was there. 

Q.—Did they know who you were? 

A.—My brother knew, of course, who I was, but Courrian didn’t at that 
time. Courrian says, You are working for Hammond. My brother says, No I 
am not, and he says, Yes you are, I know you, you are spilling the beans to 
Hammond. But tell what you like. I have been in the Department too long 
for you to play with me. I will work a frame-up on you and send you to 
jail. I will get Ward and he will do it. 

Mr. Watson: Who said that ? 

A.—Courrian. 

Mr. Ranry: That was very frank. 

A.—Very frank indeed. My brother and I later spoke to Ward about it. 
Ward said, I might for some one, but not for a Turk. 

Mr. Lennox: He had reference to Courrian ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—How did they find out that you were McCutcheon? 

A.—From this man I bought a bottle from. I went into one house and 
bought a bottle from him from the other house through the window. This 
man had come to the Department to make a statement to square himself. 
He wondered why I was called Dunn, and told them my name was Mc- 
Cutcheon ? 

Mr. Curry: That was the case where you paid through the window, 
and bought from a man named Davis ? 

A.—That was the case. 

Mr. Lennox: Then your troubles began ? 

A.—Yes. Courrian met me outside the hall before the case came up that 
morning and said, Come here, I want to talk to you. He took another 
officer along with him. 

Q.—Who was the other officer? 

A.—It was Bell, Provincial officer Bell. 

Mr. Raney: J. O. Bell? 

A.—There is only one Bell there. Courrian said, Why are you going 
under a wrong name? I said I was not, and he said, Yes you are, you are 
McCutcheon. I began to be a little seared. He was going to put me through 
the ropes. He said it was a perjury matter. I thought I was up against 
it. At any rate he scared me pretty bad, or tried to at least and' he would not | 
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give me any satisfaction as to how I could get out of it. He gave.me the 
hard side of the story. I went in and told the judge my story, Judge Jones, 
and he said that any operator was liable to take an assumed name, and that 
is the way it passed off. 

Mr. Curry: Who was it knew your name was McCutcheon ? 

A.—I forget his name, fhe man on Jarvis Street. I will think of his 
name in a minute. 

@.—Was he the returned soldier ? 

A.—Yes. te 

Q.—What money did you give him ? 7 

A.—I gave him I think a ten dollar bill and he gave it to the man through 
_ the window and the man came in through the front door and handed me back 
the change. 

Q.—You got the bottle through the window? : 

_ A.—Yes. So that case was got over and when I came outside Courrian 

_ says to me, You fixed it pretty smooth, didn’t you. He began to tell me 

that my brother was double crossing me, that if I kept away he would do any- 
_ thing for me but that if I didn’t it was all day with me. I was a little afraid of 
_ that because I knew they framed my brother and I didn’t want to get framed 
myselt. I told him I would leave for a week, that I needed a rest. Yes, he 
said. You can leave for a week and I don’t care if you don’t come back, 
a man like you is no good working for me. I didn’t go back, While I was 
working in the Department they would keep asking me if I knew of a place 
down east. I said I didn’t. I asked my brother why they kept on asking 
me. 





Mr. Raney: Neyer mind what your brother told you. 

Witness: This is necessary. 

Mr. Raney: All right. 

A.—I asked my brother why they kept asking me. He said, I] suppose 
You are aware there is a woman down east selling at 33 Waverley Road. 
That is the idea. I said, I would like to get that place. So we mentioned 
it to Hammond, and my brother and I went down in my ear. 

Mr. Raney: What is the address ? 

A.—33 Waverley Road, Mrs. Omerod’s.. . . . When we got down there 
my brother went to the door to show me that he was right. 

Q.—When was this? | | 

| A.—In September, probably the very end of September. He went to the 

door and said, Good day, is the boss in, and she said, No, he’s Hots iS 
there anything I can do for you. He said, Do you know Courrian? and 

she said. I do, come in. He went in and when he came out I could smell 
| : liquor on his breath. He said, I can buy anything there, anything from good 
liquér to bottled cider. I said, That is good, and we went back to Mr. 

Hammond and told him. Mr. Hammond says, Is that a fact, and he says, 

Yes. We had a telephone conversation and the woman was going under 

the name of Mrs. Bassey, and that surprised Mr. Hammond, because he had 

been looking for her for six months. We made arrangements to buy half 

a case, but couldn’t get the money at that time to buy it, Mr. Hammond 

was short of money. It went on a week, and I went down and bought another 

bottle from her. I went down myself. 
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Q.—Did you have any trouble ? 

A.—None whatever. 

Q.—What did you say—had she seen you hetore? 

A.—Yes, she had seen me in the car when I was there that day with my 
brother. I said, I will have a bottle of that good liquor you are selling. 
She said, I. Alen sell the best, it doesn’t pay to sell poor liquor. And I 
said. It’s nice to know where you can get a bottle of good liquor when you 
want it, and she said, Yes it is, and I always keep the best. So we came 
back with the bottle to Mr. Hammond. Mr. Hammond said; Go down 
to-morrow and buy a bottle with marked money, so I did, and the Provincial 
officers walked in and raided the house. We found a large heap of cases, a 
lot of broken up cases and straw containers that bottles were kept in and, I 
think, about two or three dozen bottles of liquor. I can’t remember the num- 
ber. There was a couple of dozen or more, King George 4th. He says to 
the woman, what is your name? Mrs. Omerod. Hammond. had been 
looking for Mrs. Omerod, and, he nearly dropped dead. He was looking for 
her and she. was going under the name of Mrs. Bassey. When she said 
Omerod, he turned a couple of colors, he was looking for her in some other 
case, anyway she was brought up in the police court. ‘Courrian met me 
and he was very much put out about it. | 

Q.—This was after your dismissal ? 

A.—Yes, after my dismissal with Courrian. I was with Hammond 
then. 

Q.—You went back to Hammond ? 

A.—I was with him all the time. But I didn’t receive pay with Ham- 
mond while I was with Courrian. It made it easier for the Department. 
So she was brought up in police court and fined $500. 

Q.—What else ? 

A.—That was the last case I got. That case lasted so long and there 
was so much running in and out of court and I had so many other affairs 
to attend to, I didn’t have time to get any more cases. 

Q. nea) A you have anything more to say to Courrian, or he to you? 

A.—Nothing more than one time in the police court he called my 
brother a lot of dirty names. 

Q.—Nothing in respect to the case? 

A.—Nothing whatever. 

Q.—Is there anything you haven’t told us you would like to say? 

A.—I don’t know, jus4 off hand, now. 

Mr. Raney: Just let me ask you one question. You were discharged 
when the Department came to know that you had engaged yourself under a 
false name? 

A.—Not exactly discharged, but made so uncomfortable that I was 
pleased to get out. | 

Q.—We heard what you said. Did you give evidence in some of these 
cases 4 

A:—In ‘all of ‘them: 

Q.—And you had told the court your name was Dunn? 

A.—I did. 

@.—You swore to that? 
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A.—I did. | | 

Mr, Lennox: That is hardly fair. He was asked his name before he 
swore. | 

Mr. Ransy: I am not quite certain. It is for him to say. Would you 
think that the fact of your having engaged yourself in police court pro- 
ceedings under a false name was a sufficient reason for your being discharged ? 

A.—It may have been a sufficient reason, but that was not the reason 
I was discharged. 

Q.—That is your opinion, that it was not the reason ? 

A.—I know it was not. 

Q.—How do you know it? 

A.—I could have been kept on under the name of McCutcheon if I 
had wished. 

Q.—How do you know that? 

A.—Courrian told me. 

Q.—Told you when ? 

A.—After he told me that he didn’t want such a man as me hanging 
around the Department. $3 

Q.—Did you see Mr. Ayearst about your dismissal 

A.—No, I didn’t. , 

Q.—Who hired you, Courrian or Ayearst ¢ 

A.—Mr. Montgomery hired me. 

Q.—Did Montgomery dismiss you ? 

A.—No, he didn’t. Courrian dismissed me. 

Q.—You don’t know whether he instructed your dismissal or not 4 

A.—There were no instructions for dismissal. 

Mr. Lennox: One other question; did Mr. Hammond know you were 
working in Mr. Ayearst’s department under the name of Dunn? 

A.—I believe he did. One more little affair. This Siavin they spoke 
of, he appeared in the office at all times and was great friends with Courrian. 
He came in and out and got anything he wished. 

Mr. Curry: What do you mean by that? 

A.—He could get the officers to go out with him any place he wanted. 
I never knew. for what reason he wanted them. But he would come in there 
just like the officers of the department. 

Q.—Were they using his car at that time 4 

A.—Sometimes they did. They were always running around there and 
they treated him very fair, and there was a man named Chalk that loaned 
me his car. He was the man who came in to take the bets on the horses. 
He was asked one day if he wished a drink from Mr, Courrian and he said 
he didn’t, and Courrian said, “I will give you one if you want one, I have a 
bottle open! But he didn’t receive the drink. 

Mr. Curry: How long was that man in the Davis case remanded ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Did you know why he was being remanded? 

A.—No, I didn’t. 

H. H. McCurcuron: (Through Mr. Curry) Was any evidence taken 
in the High Court, character evidence which you heard, character evidence 
-against me? 
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A.—Yes, I was at the High Court while the case was going on and Mr. 
Ayearst got up and gave character for Slavin, his name was mentioned. 

Mr. Curry: We needn’t go into that. That was taken in shorthand. 
Jf there is anything in that we can get it 

Mr. Lennox: You never saw me before, McCutcheon ? 

A.—-No, not at any time. 


The witness was then discharged. os : 


Lloyd Gordon, called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Lennox. 


@.—You have never seen me before Mr. Gordon ? a 

A.—wNo sir. " 

Q.—At any time? | 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—What is your occupation ? 

A.—Chauffeur. 

Q.—Where do you live? 

A.—426 Church street. 

().—What were you doing at the time you became associated with the 
license department ? 

A.—I wasn’t working at the time. 

(.—Just tell us how you became employed with the department ? 

A.—Well, I knew a lot of people in Kitchener and McCutcheon came 
up and asked me if I would like to come down and get a job with him at the 
license department. 

Q.—Had you known McCutcheon before ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—Which one? 

A.—H. H. McCutcheon. 7 

Q.—Was your home in Kitchener? 

A.—It had been. 

Q.—McCutcheon apparently knew that had been your home? 

A.—He did, yes. 

Q.—He took you to the department with him. Whom did you see? 

A.—Mr. Sarvis. 

Q.—What took place between you and Mr. Sarvis? 

A.—Well, Sarvis asked me a few questions, if I thought I could get 
these people in Kitchener and I told him I thought I could. So he gave us 


a little lecture and told us what we were to do and how we were to work and 
sent us up. 


Q.—Whom did he send up ? 

A.—McCutcheon and TI. 

(.—When was that? 

A.—That was in December I believe. | 

(.—How long did you remain there? | 

A.—I think we were there about five days the first time. 
Q.—Did you go under your own name ? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—About five days the first time—did you go back again? 

A.—Yes. I came back to Toronto for the week end, Saturday and 
Sunday and went back up again Monday morning. ; 

Q.—How long did you remain the second time? 

A.—We came back the same night. 

Q.—You went up Monday morning and came back Monday night? 

A.—No, I am wrong. We went to Stratford Monday morning and 
«ame back to Kitchener on Tuesday afternoon and back to Toronto Tuesday 
night, at least McCutcheon came back, I didn’t. 

What took place during the first week you were there? 

A.—Well the first week we were there we got several cases. 

.—Whom did you get? | 

A.—We got Walper’s hotel, Bruder’s hotel, the American House and 
two bartenders there and we got Witt’s hotel. 

Q.—How many cases altogether ? 

A.—I am not sure whether it was five or seven. 

Q.—And were they cases of bottles or drinks ? 


A.—Both. 
Q.—Bought in the presence of both of you ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Now then, have you any relatives living there? 

A.—I have, yes. 

Q.—Who have you got living there ? 

A.—A couple of uncles and two sisters. 

Q.—Did you see any of your relatives while you were there? 

A.—Yes, I was up at their place. 

Q.—What took place after you got this information with respect to 
illegal selling ? 

A.—Well, we got the train and went out of town. 

Q.—When 2. 

A.—On Tuesday. | 

Q.—You had been working up to Friday and had gone to Toronto, on 
Monday you went to Stratford and then from Stratford to Kitchener on 
Tuesday. You were speaking of Tuesday. : 

A.—We got off the train and went down and Bruder said Your uncle 
wants to see you I found him and went down the street with him. He 
didn’t say much to me, just told me they had received word from Toronto 
and from the department to be wary of McCutcheon and Gordon, that they 
had our photos and everything. : 

Q.—They had a description of you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that information, they said, they got from the department in 
‘Toronto ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Mr. Ferauson: What does your uncle do? 

A.—He is a motor mechanic. 

Q.—Where? 

A.—In Kitchener. 
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Q.—What is his full name ? . 

A.—Frank Letson—He told me that Struck wanted to see me. . I didn’t 
know what to do. 3 

Q.—He lives in Kitchener ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Mr. Raney: What is his first name? 

A.—I can’t tell you that. 

Q.—He works in the abattoir? . 

A.—No, I don’t think so. I left him then. He told me they wanted 
to see me at Heiter’s Brewery. | 

Q.—That is, Struck and your uncle? ms 

A.—Yes. They told me to be at Heiter’s Brewery at seven that night. 
I went to the station and McCutcheon came home. When I went down to 
the brewery the whole bunch was there. 

Mr. Lennox: Who were they ? 

A.—Bruder and Struck were all that I knew. 

Q.—How many others were there? 

A.—Three others. ; 

Q.—What took place there? : 

A.—Well, they told me they had had word from Toronto. 

Mr. Raney: Who told you that? 

A.—Struck did. They said they had our photos. He asked me if 
I wanted to see them. I said I was not particular about that but I would 
have seen them if I had wanted to. They told me they had heard from 
Toronto to send me away. 

Q.—Did they tell you from whom they got word? 

A.—I understand it was from Courrian because they were speaking of 
Courrian all the time. They all knew him up there and nobody had anything 
to say against him. | LS 

Mr. Curry: You were working for Sarvis and were sent up ‘by Sarvis? 

A.—Yes. They said they would give me anything up to $700. 

Q.—Who fixed that amount or did they say that amount was fixed from 
Toronto ¢ 3 

A.—They didn’t say. They gave me $600 and two tickets to Regina. 

Q.—And that was for the purpose of leaving so that you wouldn’t give 
evidence ¢ . | 

A.—Yes. : 

Mr. Raney: Who were present, who were there when this arrangement 
was made ¢ 

A.—Struck and Bruder were the only two I knew. 

Q.—Where was the arrangement made? 

A.—In the brewery. 

Q.—Whose brewery ?: 

A.—Heiter’s. 

Q.—Who paid you the money? _ 

A.—Struck paid me the money, in Detroit. 

Q.—He went with you then? 

A.—He went with me to Detroit. 

().—How much were you paid, by check or with money ? 
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A.—In Canadian money. 

Q.—And he paid you that in Detroit ? 

A.—Yes, and he gave me some on the train. 

Mr. Lennox: He gave you the tickets ? 

A.—Yes, they gave me the tickets. 

Mr. Raney: To Regina and return ? 

A.—No, I wish it had been. 

Mr. Lennox: Why was Regina selected ? 

A.—I had been there before and knew some people there. 
Q.—You suggested Regina ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Did you get the $600 and your fare paid to Regina ? 
A.—I was supposed to have, but I still have $50 coming to me. 
Q.—Then you went to Regina did you? , 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And this Mrs. Collins, I think she went too. 
A.—Yes. ~ 3 
Q.—Did they furnish her with a ticket? 
A.—Yes. : 


Mr. Lenyox: You went to Regina and remained how long? 
A.—I came back here in June. I was gone about six months. 
Q.—Did you have any communication at all with the people here? — 
A.—I was writing to McCutcheon all the time. 
Q.—Anybody else ? 
A.—WNo, not in the Department ? 
Q.—What brought you back ? | 
A.—McCutcheon had asked me to come back. I wrote him after I had 
been gone three weeks and told him that if they want me to come back and 
would send two tickets to Regina, I would come back. 
Q.—Why two? 
A.—TI had a friend with me. 
@.—Who is that ? 
A.—I don’t care to mention the name. 
@.—tShe had got her ticket too at the time? 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—From the same people ? 
'A.—Yes, they didn’t know who she was at all. I just said I wanted 
two tickets. 
Q.—Then you were willing to come back three weeks afterwards. What 
for ? 
A.—To give evidence. 
Q.—At the time you had received the money to go to Regina, had 
information been laid against these parties ? 
A.—McCutcheon laid them. They had been laid before I left. 
-Q.—When were the cases to have come up for hearing? 
A.—That wasn’t arranged. 
Q.—You said you wanted to come back and were willing to come back ¢ 
A.—I was willing to come back. McCutcheon has the letters, and he 
can show you what I wrote. He wrote and told me that he would try and 
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get them to send the fare, but that was all I got. In the next letter he 
would say I haven’t got any satisfaction out of them yet, I don’t know 
what they are going to do. 

Q.—He was in touch with some one in the Department with respect to 
bringing you back, but wasn’t making much headway ! 

A.—No headway at all. 

Q.—How many letters did he write you? 

A.—I usually received a letter every week, or two weeks at least. 

Q.—Were you still willing to come back ? 

A.—Certainly. 

Q.—And was he still trying to get you your fare? 

A.—In every letter he mentioned about getting me my fare to get back. 

Q.—What did he say was the objection to them giving you your fare? 

A.—He said he had been talking to the authorities, and nobody seemed 
interested. 

Q.—Just before I forget, about it, what became of the cases? Were they 
dismissed, or do you know. 3 | 

A.—I don’t know. I believe they were all dismissed. 

Q.—You finally came back in June? 

A.—The end of June. 

Q.—Apparently you thought you were such a good official that you 
went back to the Department to get work ? ! 

A.—Well I was told when I left if I came back in five or six months 
I would get my job back. 

Q.—Who told you that? 

A.—Struck told me that. He told me they got it from Toronto. 

Q.—That if you came back in five or six months you would be taken 
on the Department again ¢ 

A.—If I was to come back. 

Q.—By that time the whole thing would be forgotten 2: 

A.—It was supposed to be. 

Q.—At any rate you returned. 

A.—Yes, I returned. 

Q.—And made your application to Mr. Ayearst, or what did you do? 


A.—No. McCutcheon was working for Hammond then and he took 


me up to Hammond, and I wrote him out all the notes, and told him all 
about it. 

Q.—Told Mr. Hammond? . 

A.—Yes. Told him all about it, and he asked me if I cared to work 
with McCutcheon. . 

Q.—That is after you told Mr. Hammond what had taken place in 
Kitchener? And about being out to Regina? 

A.—Yes, I told him all that happened. 

Mr. Freravuson: Did you give him a written statement 4 

A.—He wrote it out himself. 

Q.—Did you sign any statement? 

A.—Yes I think I signed it. 

_ Mr. Lennox: What became of that statement to Mr. Hammond. Did 

Mr. Hammond keep it? 


A> 
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A.—He did. I guess he has it yet. 

Q.—And after he had taken down that statement he asked you if you 
would like to go back to work again? 
| A.—He asked me if I would work with McCutcheon to secure evidence 
against Courrian. 

Q.—What did you say to that? 

A.—I said yes. 

Q.—He engaged you after you had told him all about what took place 
to assist in the cleaning up of the Department? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What were your instructions. What were you to do? 

A.—He had heard, in fact he practically knew that Courrian had 
several booze joints in Toronto, and we were supposed to try and get wise 
to these and get as much on Courrian as possible. 

Q.—Who else were you looking for ? 

A.—Any of the Department we could. 

Q.—You had instructions to investigate any one in the Departmen ? 

A.—Any one in the Department we could. 

Q.—What department do you especially refer to? 

A.—Mr, Ayearst’s department. That is the same Department as Cour- 





rian. 
Q.—You were to get all the information you could with respect to the 
men Ayearst had engaged. 

A.—Yes Sir. 

().—Hammond being, rightly or wrongly under the impression that 
there was a good deal of crookedness going on ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He engaged you. to assist McCutcheon, was McCutcheon at that 
time doing that work? 


A.—Yes. . 
Q.—He was already doing it? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What other assistants did you have, McCutcheon and you? 
A.—Just McCutcheon and I. 
Q.—Was there nobody else helping? 
A.—Not at the time. We had later. 
Q.—Who did you have later? 
A.—McCutcheon’s brother. 
Q.—Who else? 
A.—That is all I know about. 
Q.—Did you have any woman assisting you in searching for evidence? 
A.—No woman was working when I was there. 
Q.—Now then, do you know a man named S 
-A.—He was going out with us occasionally, but I didn’t know whether 
he was working for Hammond or not. 
Q.—He is the man McCutcheon referred to. 
| A.—He is a Dominion Express man at Windsor, taking whiskey across 
to the States for Courrian. 


18—J-22-y2. 
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a bus. He was going out with us at nights. 

Q.—To get information ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you were under Hammond’s instructions when you commenced . 
to work with McCutcheon ?: | 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And you remained assisting McCutcheon until you got into further 
trouble ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the next trouble you got into while in this work of clean-. 
ing up the Department ? 

A.—Well I was out in a car with a bunch of people and there was a 
Victory Bond Stolen. 

Q.—And without going into the details, you were arrested ? 


A.—I didn’t think he was working for him, because he was driving | 


. 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—<And charged with stealing ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And found guilty ¢ 

A.—Yes, I was found guilty. 

Q.—And sentenced to what term ? 

A.—Thirty days in Jail. 

Q.—That was I think according to your expense sheet on the 24th 
of July. Would that be right? : 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you got out on the 23rd of August ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And I see you started to work again on the 24th of August. 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—You went back to your old job! | 

A.—Just for a week ? 

Q.—But you went back to your old job? 

A.—Yes I went back for a week. 

Q.—Doing the same work ? 

A.—Not quite the same work. 

Q.—I see you had an expense account of twelve to fifteen dollars. 

Mr. Prvarp: Were you paid for this thirty days in Jail? 

A.—Oh no, there was not much chance of that. You were lucky to 
get it for when you worked. 

Q.—At any rate you came back to work. To whom did you report 
after you got out of Jail? | 

A.—To McCutcheon of course. 

Q.—Who else? 

A.—I went up to see Mr. Hammond. 

Q.—After you had seen Mr.Hammond you started! working again on 
the clean up? ; 

A.—Well I had a couple of places before I went in there, a couple of 
places where they were selling liquor. They were going to look after them 
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about the time I was arrested, but I did not get a chance. They were left 
over and when I got out I went to see him and tell him about them. 

Q.—He knew about them ? 

A.—He said he would engage me in an underhand way for a week to 
get these couple of places. | 

Mr. Ranzy: Do you mean your name didn’t come into the Department 
for wages for that week? 

A.—I got wages for the week. 

@.—You don’t know how ? 

Mr. Lennox: Check I suppose. 

A.—Yes, I got a check. 

Mr. Toxmie: I don’t understand what you mean by saying in an under- 
hand way. What do you mean by that? 

A.—Mr. Hammond said I was no good in Court, as I was a convicted 
man, and he would have to engage me in an underhand way. It was just 
that I couldn’t get up in Court and swear against anybody. 

@.—Your word would not be taken ? 

A.—Yes, he said my word was no good. 

Mr. Raney: As a matter of fact did you give evidence in any case 
after you came back from the Jail ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Were you told you would not be allowed to go into Court? 

A.—I was not supposed to go into Court. I was supposed to secure 
evidence against the Department. 

Mr. Lennox: That is he was willing to take your reports with respect 
to the work he employed you for relating to the Department ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Hammond was accepting your word alright ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—<And it was upon your report and McCutcheon’s report that he 
would have to act? 

A.—-Yes. 

Mr. Curry: The position was this. Hammond knew you had been 
employed by Sarvis, and that you had gone to Kitchener ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you got a case there? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you came back to Toronto and reported / 
A. Y es. 
Q.—And then you went back to Kitchener? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And Hammond knew that you got word there that Courrian had 
sent word up which resulted in their knowing that you were the man who 
had got a case against them, and in their making an arrangement to send 
you away? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—You told that to Hammond? 

A.—Yes, I told Hammond. 
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Q.—And then Hammond employed you to see what further evidence 
you could get of Courrian’s crookedness ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: And the men in the Department ? 

A.—That is what he employed me for. 

Mr. Raney: You weren’t employed in enforcing the O.T.A. ? 

A.—I was not employed to get bootleggers. I was employed to get 
something on Courrian. 

Q.—And on the officials of the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Tormre: When you say you were engaged in an underhand way 
did you mean you were engaged to do an underhand work in detecting 
Courrian? Explain just what you mean by that “onderhand way.” 

A.—I explained as well as I could. He told me my word would be no 
good’ in Court. | 

Mr. Lennox: They wouldn’t accept your word in Court ? 

A.—No, they wouldn’t accept my word in Court. 

Q.—That is, in liquor cases they wouldn’t accept your word ? 

A.—WNo. 


Q.—So you were employed for the purpose of endeavoring to get 


evidence to convict men of breaking the law ? 

A.—In these two places I mentioned, but they were Courrian places. 

Mr. Ranrny: They were places he was protecting, as Courrian thought? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Curry: What you mean by underhand is that it was not to be 
known that you were openly employed? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—You were told you were not going to be used in Court ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Whose word is “underhand.” Is that a word that you used or is 
that what Hammond said? 

A.—I don’t think Mr. Hammond used that word but he explained it to 
me in such a way that I took it that way. 

Q.—You were not to be openly employed and you were not to be used 
in Court ? | 

A.—No. 

Q.—He wanted you to obtain information to corroborate the statement 
in regard to Courrian having given information to the people at Kitchener, 
and to ascertain what other places he was protecting in the city of Toronto? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And it was not to be publicly known that you were employed and 
you were not to be used in Court to give any testimony at all? 

A.—That is the way Hammond explained it to me. 

Q.—You were to get the information to enable Hammond to send others 
to these places to get the evidence? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—That is all you were to do? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—You reported that to Hammond, and Hammond would send some- 
body else. 

A.—That is the way. 

Mr. Tormize: Did I understand you to say that Hammond intimated 
to you that your word would not be taken in Court ? 
| A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was Hammond willing to take your word in respect to the work 
he wanted you to do, he was willing to take it himself ? 

A.—Yes. He would not have employed me if he didn’t. 

Mr. Lennox: Hammond was investigating, so he said, for the purpose 
of getting something on Courrian. He didn’t want to discharge him without 
having the evidence? | : 

A.—That is right. 

Q.—So there wasn’t any Court business as far as Courrian was con- 
cerened, if that is all you were engaged for. Why would he speak of calling 
you in Court if you were merely to report to Hammond for that specific 
purpose ¢ 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—As a matter of fact, the cases you had that you mentioned were 
eases of selling liquor illegally. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.— Where were they ? 

A.—There was one on Edward St. 

Q.—What number ? 

A.—I can’t tell you the number. It was just between Edward and 
_Terauley. 

Q.—Where was the other one? 

A.—There was one on Waverley Road, the one McCutcheon described ? 

@.—What other one? 

A.—Those were the only two I know of. 

Q.—The McCutcheons got the Waverley Road one before you came out 
of prison ? | 

A.—No, I don’t think they did. 

@.—You were not used on that ? 

A.—No, I was not used on that. 

Q.—Then there was no reason why they should engage you for that 
ease. What particular cases were you used for. Did you go on any single 
case ? 


 A.—Yes. 
Q.—The one on Edward St. ? 
_ A.—Yes. 


Q.—Did you get any evidence there? 

A.—TI couldn’t get any. 

Q.—You apparently got out of jail on the 24th. At least you came 
back to work on the 24th of August. I see in your expense account that you 
had drink at the Express Hotel. Where is that? 

A.—The Express Hotel? | 

Q.—Yes, or would it be the Empress Hotel ? 

A.—It must be the Empress. 
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Q.—What were you doing in the Empress Hotel, buying drinks? Js 
that one of the places you were looking for trying te catch them ? 
Q.—Courrian has no relation to the Empress Hotel? 
A.—No. 
- Q.—So there is a case where you were engaged in the occupation of an 
operator endeavouring to get evidence ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—To convict the proprietor of the Empress Hotel ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Nixon: Was there any charge laid on the evidence you got there? 
A.—No. ; 
Q.—Why not? 


A.—TI didn’t have another man with me. | 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, you had meals for two. Who was the other one? 
Who was with you? You would not charge the Department unless it was 
for somebody working for the Department. You charged $2.00 for two meals 
and $3.25 for drinks. 

A.—I know I didn’t have a man of the Department working with me. 

Q.—Did you have a woman there ? 

A.—No, I didn’t have a woman there. The only thing I can think 1s 
that I must have had the guy with me who took me in to buy the drinks. 

Q.—So there would be two of you? 

A.—Yes, but the other man wasn’t working with the Department. 

Mr. Lennox: You were not discharged until the evening of the 31st 4 

Mr. Raney: I suppose he knew he was going to be discharged. 

Mr. Lennox: When did you know you were going to be discharged ? 

A.—I was only told I would be on for a week or so when I came out 
of jail. 

Q.—Were you told that after you came out of jail, or while you were — 
in jail, or when you were arrested 4 

A.—After I came out of jail. 

Mr. Haxu: Did you report that to anybody else in your office? 

Mr. Lennox: Why it is in his expense account. 

Mr. Hatt: J am asking if he reported it? 

A.—I reported it to McCutcheon. He was supposed to be my boss 
under Hammond. 

Mr. Lennox: On the 26th, you spent in incidentals $2.00. Meal $1.50, — 
$3.50 in all, and there are various items on other days making $25.00 in all” 
that you spent during that week on your expenses ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—These expenses were all paid to you? 

A.—I had a few dollars before I went in, if I remember, something 
like $4.00 or $5.00 which I hadn’t accounted for before I went in there. 

Q.—That is you had gotten moneys of the Department 4 

A.—No. I was $4.00 or $5.00 short that I couldn’t have accounted for. - 

A Memsber: And you put that down as drinks? | 

A.—TI put that down on the list four or five dollars. 

Mr. Lennox: You padded the accounts a little so as to pay it off? 

A.—Yes. To make up that $5.00. 
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Q:—What did you get for that four or five dollars ? 

A.—I couldn’t account for every nickel I spent. 

Q.—At all events you put in an account and were paid $119. 60 2 

A.— Yes,’ 

Q.—You said that Hammond told you to come back for a week or two. 
_ What took place immediately before you severed your connection ? 

A.—TI was given to understand that I was not going to be needed, and I 
got another position and I simply took it. 

Q.—So you left of your own accord ? 

A.—In a way I did. 

Q.—Were you discharged or did you leave ? 

A.—When I got another position I just told Mr. Hammond, that as he 
was only going to keep me a week or two, and I had another position, I would 
go to it now. 

Q.—You could have stayed another week or so? 

A.—TI don’t know whether I could or not, but I left before I got fired 
anyway. J knew I was going to be fired, so I thought I might as well leave. 

Mr. Curry: In respect to the theft of the Victory Bond, did you plead 
guilty or were you tried ? 

A.—lI pleaded not guilty. 

Q.—And who defended you? 

A.—Mr. Horkins. | 

Q.—Who were you charged with stealing it from ? 

A.—From a Harry Cole. 

Mr. Lennox: You were out in an automobile together and had been 
drinking ? 7 

A.—Yes, he was drinking when he met me. 

Mr. Nrxon: In regard to this woman who accompanied you to the West. 
Was she employed by the Department ? 

A.—No. She may have received a few dollars expense money for in- 
formation she gave on that. trouble, but that was all she did receive. 

Mr. Curry: In regard to lt matter. When you were talking about 
Hammond and you were sent by Hammond to go to certain places to see if 
you could buy liquor, was that for the purpose of ascertaining whether Maher 
‘were in the business of selling liquor or not ? 

A.—Yes. To find out whether they were selling or not. 

Q.—You were not to be used in Court, but the choke lots was brought 
to Hammond and the Department would send some of the regular officers 
there to see if they could buy it? 
| A.—Yes. 


The witness was then discharged. 


Masor-GeneraL Exvziort, called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Raney. 


| Q.—General Elliott, you began your service as Commissioner of On- 
tario Police on the first bE June, 1921? 
A.—On the fourth of May Sir. 
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Q.—I think Mr. Flavelle, the Chairman of the licence Board left on 
the first of June, and you had come in in the early part of the May pre- 
ceding ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And up to the time of your coming into the Department, Mr. 
Flavelle had been in charge of the enforcement of the O.T.A.? 

A.—Yes, Sir. 

Q.—And when you came in you took over those duties ? 

A.—Yes Sir. d 

Q.—And your term of office expired on the first of May of this year ‘ 

A.—Yeg \Sir. 

Q.—And after your engagement you had leave of absence, I think for 
seven or eight weeks? 

A.—From the 27th of June to the 26 of August, I was away from the 
Department. Capt. Collison was acting in my office in my behalf. 

Mr. Ranny: He was a kind of secretary to you? He wasn’t assistant 
Commissioner @ ; 

A.—No Sir. He was just acting in the office, keeping track of the 
correspondence. 

Mr. Lennox: And would be vested with your authority while you 
were away ? 

A.—He signed for me where there were routine papers. 

Q.—Who received the reports and gave directions and was in charge 
of the general administration during your absence ? 

A.—He was, 

Q.—So he was really a deputy acting for you ? 

A.—He was not permanently appointed. He was just acting in my 
office, 

Mr. Raney: Collison, I think, was a returned officer of the Imperial 
Army ¢ 


A.—Yes, Sir. 
Q.—Of what rank ? 
A.—Captain. 


Q.—And he came highly recommended ? 

A.—Yes Sir. I got a confidential report from the War office, which 
I sent for. 

Q.—Then you were yourself personally in charge of law enforcement, 
including the enforcement of the O.T.A. from the fourth of May until your 
going away on leave on the 27th of June? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In other words, you had been in harness for about eight weeks? 

A.—Yes, about that. 

Q.—You had scarcely found your feet? 

A.—I hadn’t sir, in the O.T.A. at any rate. 

Q.—Now I suppose you probably read a report of Mr. Lennox’s speech 
made recently in the House? 

A.—I read an account in one of the papers. 

Q.—I will read you three or four sentences. 

Mr. Lennox: What is that from ? 
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Mr. Raney: From the Mail and Empire. 

Q.—Why don’t you take the Globe or the Star and get a proper report 
from your own paper. You know the report in the Globe and Star is correct 
and you know that isn’t. You know you will not make much headway by 
leaving out something I did say and saying something I didn’t say. 

Mr. Ranzy: We will find out from you later what you did say. 

I read you, General, from the Maz and Hmpvre report of Mr. Lennox’s Lapeenh 
in the House with full responsibility as a member of the House. He said, “I 
shall show that not only does the Attorney General give employment to thugs 
and criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis I can command that 
these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney General 
assisting him in enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite 
understand the administrator of a department being deceived by his officials 
and servants, that is inevitable but I cannot conceive, nor will the public 
condone any Minister keeping in his employ, men who have been convicted 
and have served terms to his knowledge, in the enforcement of the Se 
Temperance Act.” 

Now, you were responsible, General Elliott for the period I have men- 
tioned, for the employment and the retention of officers in the employment 
of the O.T.A. 

A.—During the period I was away— 

Q.—We will leave that out if you like. 

A.—May I mention this; I ‘like to take full responsibility but most of 
_ the trouble which we have had here has happened between the dates on which 
I was away. 

Q.—Then we will leave that eight weeks out. Leaving out that period | 
when you were absent and couldn’t be held personally responsible what do 
you say about that charge as far as your responsibility is concerned ? 

A.—As far as I am concerned sir, it is not strictly in accordance with 
the facts. 

Q.—What do you mean by that? 

A.—May I make a short statement. J assumed my duties on the 4th 
of May and I think it must have been a fortnight afterward that Mr. Ham- 
“mond came to see me and made a statement which very much upset me, per- 
turbed me exceedingly. It was to the effect that some of the employees who 
had recently been transferred under me and had to do with the enforcement 
of the O.T.A. were disloyal. As an officer coming in for the first time on a 
job like that, and being told at the start that some of the responsible officers 
were not straight it naturally upset one extremely. I think I mentioned to 
you in a general way that I had been intormed by a responsible officer—and 
I looked upon Hammond as a very responsible officer in view of his salary 
and the recommendations he had received—I mentioned the fact that I had 
reason to believe, owing to the statement of Mr. Hammond that all was not 
right in the O.T.A. branch. 

Mr. Frrauson: Mentioned it to whom? 

Mr. Raney: He mentioned it to me. 

A.—I spoke in a general way, I didn’t give any names. He said, “You 
must probe it to the bottom’? or words to that effect “It would be impos- 
sible to go on with re-organization if some of the men were untrustworthy.” 
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I had one or two conversations with Mr. Hammond as the responsible officer 
who was and has been the officer in charge of the special officers and operators, 
and whether he met me with McCutcheon or whether I saw him by himself 
or not I am not sure. But it doesn’t make any difference. Numbers of peo- 
ple, ex-bootleggers and: others come to see you with wonderful stories, and I 
have always said “Go to Mr. Hammond, or Mr. Sarvis,” as the case may 
be as they deal with the operators and special officers who are sent to back in- 
quiry into these circumstances. I am prepared to take responsibility for what 
I did but I must hold Mr. Hammond responsible for the duty of looking after 
the operators and the special officers. He mentioned to me about this man 
McCutcheon and to my recollection I had no knowledge whatever of his 
having been convicted at that time. It was impressed on me that he was a 
friend of the bootleggers. This was the first insight I had had into the grue- 
some methods which detectives have to use to run down their quarry. I say 
gruesome methods and I think some of them have been referred to in this 
inquiry. It was new and repellent to me. 

At any rate owing to the serious charge made by a responsible officer 
against the officer over him, because Mr. Ayearst was his superior officer, and 
to the circumstance of the names he mentioned to me, it was necessary for 
me— 

Mr. Ferauson: Do you mean he indicated who were disloyal ? 

A.—He indicated them by name sir. I am sorry to see that these names 
have been mentioned by Mr. Hammond. Do you wish to have the names? 

Mr. Raney: I think so. } 


A.—The names were, specifically, the Chief Provincial Inspector, Mr. 


Ayearst, Mr. Courrian, whom I had not seen at that time and one or two others. 
I think the name of Cantwell was mentioned but the outstanding man I re- 
member he impressed me about was this man Courrian. Courrian was work- 
ing under Ayearst and that would possibly implicate those who were in any 
way connected with Courrian. 

Mr. Raney: At any rate you gave Mr. Hammond authority to go 
ahead ? 

A.—I am coming to that. Being so perturbed about it I said to him, 
you take this matter in hand at once. I am going away before long and I 
cannot get on—I don’t know whether I said it to him or not but it was in my 
own mind that I could not get on with re-organization unless our department 
was more or less cleaned up. I left it at that and Mr. Hammond was to go 
ahead obtaining evidence. This man McCutcheon was mentioned and he 
came to see me and I honestly say I was not impressed by the fact that he 
was either an ex-bootlegger or knew all about it. It was new to me and re- 
pellent but under the circumstances I didn’t know what else to do. You have 
to set a thief to catch a thief. 

i! ei aa And that.is how you regarded McCutcheon ? 

—Yes, | 

Mr. Raney: Pardon me, that is a well-known saying, ‘Set a thief to” 
eatch a thief.” Had you heard he was a thief ? 

A.—No, it is a saying which is used. 

Mr. Lennox: You knew he had been in prison ? 

A.—No, I had no recollection that he had been convicted at that time. 
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Mr. Hatx: You didn’t believe that of McCutcheon ? 

A.—No, it was impressed on me that he was either a bootlegger or knew 
all about their methods, and would be a desirable person to get around that 
way and find out if Courrian or the other officers were acting crookedly. 

Mr. Lennox: Was McCutcheon in the Department at that time? 

| A.—I don’t think so. I left it entirely with the chief officer, who was 
Mr. Hammond, and he dealt directly with all these special officers and opera- 
tors. I knew nothing about what they were doing. 

Q.—Reports were sent to Mr. Hammond almost daily we have been told. 
Were these sent to you? 

Mr. Ranzy: Can you recollect about the time of this conversation with 
Hammond? °° 

A.—About a fortnight or three weeks after I came. I cannot say exactly. 

@.—Did any report come in before you left? 

A.—I confess that one or two reports did come in, but I did not see 
them. They were handed to Collison and he kept them under lock and key. 

Q.—You didn’t examine them before you went away, and the matter 

_ Was in process anyway ? 

A.—Yes, Sir. : 

Q.—Was Mr. Hammond ill at the time you went away ? 

A.—No Sir, but it was pointed out to me that he had been under a great 
mental strain. He was a hard-working officer and he was under an extreme 
-mental strain. 

Q.—You learned when you came back that he had been ill a large part 
of the time you. were away ? 

A.—Yes, I learned. that. 

Mr. Tormim: You said you were impressed with the fact that 
McCutcheon was a bootlegger or in touch with the bootleggers ? 

A.—That he was a friend of the bootlegger. 

) Q.—Do you mean that you were impressed by what he told you or by 
what Mr. Hammond told you? 

A.—By what Mr. Hammond told me. I want it understood that 
I am prepared to take any responsibility, but I will hold Mr. 
Hammond responsible for all these special officers and operators. He 
had to deal with these people. Then sir, I went away. I left on the 27th 
of June, and I returned on the 22nd of August, and a few days afterwards 
I saw Mr. Hammond. He came to see me and I thought he was very much 
changed. He seemed to have some trouble and I didn’t know what it was. I 
asked him how things had been getting on with reference to this investigation 
and he’ said, to the best of my recollection, he was not quite satisfied with it. 
And then a personal thing was mentioned between him and my assistant, my 
acting assistant, Captain Collison, and very serious charges were bandied 
about. 

Mr. Raney: You mean between them ? 

Mr. Fereuson: In your presence { 

A.—Yes, in my presence, and that upset me again. 

Mr. Fereuson: What were the charges ? 

A.—May I speak all about it Sir. It was a confidential investigation. 

Mr. Ferevuson: Has it anything to do with the work? 
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A.—I think not. 

Mr. Raney: It is a personal matter between these two men? 

A.—It was more a personal matter than anything else, but it was a- 
serious personal matter affecting the officers’ characters and shortly I saw 
both of these officers separately and asked them if they could not adjust 
this matter instead of bringing it out in the Department. Mr. Hammond 
seemed to resent very much the whole matter, and so I insisted on evidence 
being taken. 

Mr. Raney: And there was an inquiry into that? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: And what happened? Courrian left the Department. 
Was it as a result of this investigation ? 

A.—Yes Sir, partly. 2 

Mr. Raney: I don’t know whether this is germain to the subject | 
matter or not. It may be or it may not be, but I venture to say that it has 
nothing to do with this inquiry. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Here is a case where for some reason an officer taken 
into the service and coming highly recommended was let out of the service. 
Why was he let out ? 

A.—As far as I am concerned I am prepared to have things known, 
but I do not want to commit a breach of confidence in regard to the Govern- 
ment’s documents. 

Mr. Hatz: Has this matter between Collison and Hammond anything 
to do with the administration of the O.T.A. ? 

A.—Yes Sir, some of it had something to do with it. 

Mr. Hatz: Then it seems to me we ought to have it. 

Mr. Raney: Very well, but I want to clear up another matter first. 

Wrrness: I merely interjected this to show how my troubles began 
since I came back. | 

Mr. Raney: Reports were made by McCutcheon to Hammond and 
brought up in your absence ? 4 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—Did you read these reports? 

A.—I read them once. 

Q.—Did you submit them to anyone else? 

A.—Yes, I am sorry to say it is my fault. I arrived back on the 22nd 
of August. These reports were kept in a drawer locked up by my assistant, 
who had gone through them for me. 

(Q.—Collison read them ? . 

A.—Yes. I didn’t read them for three weeks or a month after I should 


say. 

Q.—And then of course you had a good deal of work piled up when you 
got back ? ‘ 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—And then you got around to these reports ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And read them? 

A.— Yes, 


Q.—Did you refer them to anybody else to read. 
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A.—Yes, It was my first insight into the very questionable methods 
used by these operators. Methods which were repugnant to me. I never 
read anything so horrible, but a legal point arose in the matter as to the 
quality of the evidence and I referred it to the legal officer, Mr. Middleton. 
to whom I have often referred to in regard to legal matters. . 

Q.—And Mr. Middleton read them ? 

Q.—And did he make a report to you? 

A.—Yes. 

A.—A verbal report. 

Q.—What was it? . 

A.—To the effect that he didn’t think that these reports would be of 
any use in convicting the people who were suspected, owing to the character 
and antecedents of a good many of the witnesses. 

Q.—Who would have to be called ? 
A.—Yes. May I read a memo sent with this report to the Chairman of 
the Board of License Commissioners ? 

“I forward herewith statements of evidence in regard to certain 
officials of this Department. I think it desirable to hold an investiga- 
tion in the near future. The idea of employing persons who are out 
on bail, or have a prison record is most objectionable, but in view of 
the special request of the investigation Department, evidence was 
given as shown in the attached. The case in which H. H. McCutch- 
eon is concerned was, I understand to come up yesterday and consists 
of a charge of conspiracy, implicating Gross, Slavin and H. H. 
McCutcheon. The case is referred to in the attached evidence. 

Since writing the above I am informed that this case will be 
brought up this morning. That is the 29th of September, 1921.” 

_  Q.—Do you remember the words Mr. Middleton used when he reported 
to you ¢ 

A.—What I said to you is to the best of my knowledge what he gave me, 
that if we used them, their evidence would be of little use. 

Q.—What was your own opinion ? 

A.—Well Sir, to tell the truth, I was so disgusted with some of the 
stuff that I said to the legal officer ‘‘Please read that and let me know what 
you think.” I don’t know if Mr. Hales recollects reading the evidence. I 
haven’t seen it fcr six months. 

Q.—At all events, no action was taken by you? 

Q.—On the reports that were made by McCutcheon ? 

A.—-No, Sir. 

Q.—And you have given us the reason ? 

A.—I would like it understood that I cannot remember the details but 
everytime a case was submitted to me in which a man was considered to be 
crooked, or had become crooked, I gave orders that he was to be thrown out. 

Q.—That was the subject matter of discussions between yourself and 
me ¢ 

A.—Yes, I used to go and see you. The matter originated with you 
some times, | 

. Q.—Let me remind you of a memorandum [I sent to you. On the first 
of June, I find I sent you this memorandum: 
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“Attached please find clipping from this morning’s Globe with reference 
ot the employment of inspectors at Niagara Falls. I shall be glad if you will 
investigate this matter and take whatever disciplinary proceedings the facts 
may warrant against the inspector or other official who is responsible for the 
employment of these men. Please report.” 7 

That was a case of a man employed by the inspector at Niagara Falls, 
who turned out to have been accused of murder, I think ? 

A.—yYes, I don’t remember exactly. 

Q.—I find on the 20th of June again I wrote you this: 

“In view of the Brantford incident referred to in your memorandum of 
the 14th inst. I suggest that you prepare a draft circular letter to be sent to the 
Chiefs of Police of the Province calling attention to the practice of this Depart- 
ment in the matter of employment of special detectives, pointing out to them 
the discredit that attaches to the administration of the law when it transpires 
in Court that the witness employed by the Crown has a criminal record. 

“Their attention should also, I think, be called to the fact that it is not the 
practice of the Department to pay these men on the basis of success in securing 
convictions. . When the draft is ready I would be glad if you would submit it 
to me.” 

Q.—Do you recall that? Did you prepare that draft? 

A.—TI do recall something like that. 


Q.—And do you recall that F. . . was afterwards dismissed for some 
irregularity ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—I read to you a circular letter prepared and sent out to the Chair- 
man of the Board of License Commissioners. This is merely by way of coun- 
sel: , 

‘Attention has from time to time been drawn in the newspapers to cases 
in which local police authorities have employed in connection with the enforce- 
ment of the Ontario Temperance Act, detectives whose past record has been 
questionable. Cases have even been reported where women of low repute and — 
men with criminal records have been thus engaged. The practice of this De- 
partment is to employ as special officers only men. with clean records and not 
to. employ women at all in this connection. 

“While this Department has no jurisdiction over the municipal police, 
still it would seem desirable that a uniform practice should be adopted and to 
that end I venture to suggest for the consideration of your Board the advisab- 
ility of adopting a practice similar to that above indicated and of instructing 
your Chief of police to carry it out. 

“Tt is also the practice of this Department not to pay agents or special 
officers on the basis of convictions secured, but only on a weekly or monthly 
basis and without reference to success or failure.” 

Q.—Is that a true statement ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Did you in your term of office employ any man to enforce the 
O.T.A. or any other law whose record was not clean. 

A.—I never employed any man, They were employed by my inspectors. 

Q.—Do you know of any such men being employed ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. May I qualify that? In looking these reports 
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over, McCutcheon’s and other names are mentioned. I remember seeing 
names in these reports and I think one or two women’s names were mentioned 
but I knew nothing about their employment, or why they were employed. 

Mr. Fereuson: You mean that while you did not actually employ them 
you knew from these reports that they were there ? 

Mr. Raney: Did you know at the time that women were being 
employed ¢ | j 

A.—Oh no Sir, this was four months afterwards. 

Mr. Raney: (continuing). 

“While this Department has no jurisdiction over the municipal police, still 


‘it would seem desirable that a uniform practice should be adopted and to that 


end I venture to suggest for the consideration of your Board the advisability of 
adopting a practice similar to that above indicated and of instructing your 
Chief of Police to carry it out. 

“It is also the practice of this Department not to pay any agents or special 
officers on the basis of convictions secured, but only on a weekly or monthly 


basis and without reference to success or failure.’’ 


Q.—That is true, I think ? 

A.—May ] ask the date of that ? 

Q.—That is July. Apparently that went out in your absence ? 

A.—I don’t remember that. 

Q.—I find that I sent you another memorandum on the 2nd of November 
1921. | 

“Confirming our late conversation in the matter of the appointment of 
spotters, after further consideration I am still inclined to the view that we — 
ought to change the system and make an attempt at all events to get along with- 
out their assistance, using only our own regular employees, but transferring 
them from place to place as the circumstances may require. I think, however 
that the change ought not to be made suddenly, because some of these men will 
be engaged in the middle of operations that ought to be cleaned up. 
Besides this, it is important that no intimation should get abroad in the matter. 
I think there should be a conference with your inspectors concerned and in- 
structions given to let these men out from time to time as opportunity offers.” 

Q.—Do you recall that conversation ? 

A.—Yes Sir. There is a memo I wrote on the strength of that conver- 
sation. : 

Q.—The memorandum proceeds: 

_ “T do not think the rule should be too hard and fast. If there are some men 


who have given especially good service, they might be retained for the present, 
‘or they might be taken on as regular officers. [ wish to emphasize the other 


point we discussed, namely that no officer in the employ of the Government 
should be permitted to drink intoxicating liquors, at all events while on duty.” 
You recall that we discussed that ? 
A.—Yes, 


Q.—“Tf the situation requires him to identify something with which he 
has been served, he can taste it and satisfy himself in that way. The Depart- 
ment must not be a party to the demoralization of its own officers and must 


‘not get into disrepute by bringing into court, men who confess that they have 


been drinking in liquor dives.” Do you recall that ? 
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A.—Yes Sir. : 

Q.—I find on the 15th of February another memorandum: 7 

“T am approving of the dismissal of Constable McLeod of Fort William 
and I note that the offense for which he being dismissed is the second offense. 
I think there should be a paragraph in the Regulations stating that drunken- 
ness on duty or off duty will be a ground for immediate dismissal, although for 
a first offence, and this regulation should, I think, be rigidly enforced.” Do 
you recall that ? 

A.—Yes Sir. It is in the Regulations. 

Q.—And on the 24th of February I wrote you: 

“Too many of the special officers have been going bad. Apparently there is 
a defect somewhere in the sieve through which these appointments have to 
pass. I suggest that you have the service carefully combed and that you in- 
struct Mr. Ayearst to go over the names of all the men who are new in the 
service and dismiss all those about whom there is any query. Then for the 
future, I think you will have to tighten up your rules still further, so as to 
eliminate as far as possible the chances. Please do not take on any foreigners 
without submitting their records to me.” 

Do you recall that ? 

A.—Perfectly Sir. 

Q.—And I take it there is no question about the Policy of the Depart- 
ment ? 

A.—None whatever. 

Q.—Now let me go back again. Mr. Lennox wanted me to quote not 
from the irresponsible and incorrect Mail and Empire or Telegram, but from 
the responsible Globe and Star. J have pleasure therefore in quoting from 
both of these journals as to what he said in the House. Quoting from the 
Star newspaper of the 7th of April of the proceedings in the Legislature on 
the previous day, Mr. Lennox is reported to have said: 

“Let me say this, and I say this on my responsibility as a member 
of this House, that not only has’the Attorney General given employ- 
ment to thugs and criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis 
I can command, that these men were kept and are being kept to-day 
by the Attorney General, assisting him in the enforcement of the On- 
tario Temperance Act.” I pause there. Do you know anything to 
support that statement ? : : 

A.—Not to my knowledge Sir. 

Mr. Ferevson: Do you know all the men that are employed ? 

A.—No Sir. 

Mr. Raney: Then the statement proceeds: 

“T ean quite understand the administrator being deceived by his 
officials or his servants. That is inevitable, but I cannot conceive nor 
will the public condone any Minister for keeping in his employ, men 
who have been convicted and have served terms to his knowledge in 
the enforcement of the O.T.A.” Do you know of any such cases? 

A.—May I interject to what Mr. Ferguson has said? I hadn’t at that 
time the opportunity of knowing all the men, but myself personally, I did not 
know of any. 
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Q.—Did I interfere with you, General Elliott, to impose anybody on 
you that you did not desire to employ ? 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.—Did I ask you to retain anybody in the service that you desired to 


- dismiss ? 


No Sir. 
Mr. Frrevson: “I think there should be a conference with your in- 
spectors concerned and instructions given to let these men out from time to time 


as opportunity offers. JI do not think the rule should be too hard and fast. If 
_ there are some men who have given especially good service, they might be 





retained for the present, or they might be taken on as regular officers ?” 
What does that mean ? a 

Mr. Raney: It means this. The idea at that time was to get rid al- 
together of the special officers called “spotters”? and to rely altogether on our 
own ee officers. That is what we discussed, General Elliott, isn’t it ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Ranzy: My thought was to dispose with the spotter altogether, but 
I said we must not be too hard and fast, that we might retain those who had 
given good service. After the conference had been held between the Com- 
missioners and the inspectors, their view was that we couldn’t afford to get 
rid of the spotters altogether. Is that right General Elliott ? 

A.—Yes sir. I held a conference as you directed with the inspectors 
down at 46 Richmond St. and they unanimously said it would be impossible 
to dispense entirely with the spotters if we were to enforce the O.T.A.. Per- 
sonally I admit I would have liked to see the experiment tried. 

- Mr. Lennox: You say here you have spotters who gave good service, 
but you will not call them spotters, you will take them on as regular officers? 

A.—That may be so. 

Witness: That. has been done. 

Mr. Frercuson: Some of the spotters have been taken on as regular 
officers ? 

Mr. Ranery: It is quite clear: 

“Confirming our late conversation in the matter of appointment 
of spotters, after further consideration, I am still inclined to the view 
that we ought to change the system and make an attempt at all events 
to get along without their assistance, using only our own regular em- 
ployees, but transferring them from place to place as the circumstances 
require. I think however, that the change ought not to be made sud- 
denly, because some of these men will be engaged in the middle of 
operations that ought to be cleaned up. I think there should be a con- 
ference with your inspectors concerned and instructions given to let 
these men out from time to time as opportunity offers. I do not think 
the rule should be made too hard and fast. If there are some men 
who have given especially good service, they might be retained for 
the present, or they might be taken on as regular officers.” 

Mr. Frercuson: That is, the good spotters would no longer be spotters, 
but regular officers. You were going to get rid of the classification of spotter, - 
but retain the men / 

A.—That is the way it appeared to me. 
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Q.—But the conference of inspectors followed and the result was that 
it was not thought practicable to adopt this counsel of perfection so to speak? 

A.—Yes. It was not the district inspectors, but the inspectors of the 
enforcement department. 

Mr. Raney: To be fair to Mr. Lennox, I am going to quote from the 
Globe also. I haven’t heard him deny he has made these statements. The 
Globe report says: 

“With full responsibility as a member of this House, I say that — 
not only has the Attorney General given employment to thugs and 
criminals, but I say further with all the emphasis I can command that 
these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, assisting him in the enforcement of the O.T.A.” 

Did you General Elliott, while you were Commissioner of Police for 
the Province, give employment to any thug or criminal ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Do you know of his being kept in the employment of the Depart- 
ment ? 

A.—May I ask the meaning of the word thug, sir? 

Q.—We will let that go. Perhaps the man who used it will tell you. 

A.—There have been men employed who have subsequently turned out 
to be bad. 

Q.—That was at Niagara Falls and Hamilton, but that isn’t the charge. 
I am going to point out the distinction. Reading again from the Globe | 
report. 


ee 


“T can quite understand an administrator being deceived by his 
officials and servants. That is inevitable, but I cannot conceive, nor 
will the public condone any Minister keeping in his employ men who | 
have been convicted and served terms to his knowledge.” | 

Q.—It is a question of knowledge on your part and my part. 

Mr. Lennox: Not personally. 

Mr. Raney: Oh isn’t it. General Elliott, was any person kept in your 
employ when you knew he had committed a crime ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Frereuson: But you add to that that you hadn’t knowledge of all 
the men. 

A.—Certainly I didn’t, not at that time. 

Mr. Raney: You would have as much knowledge as the Attorney 
General ? 

A.—Oh yes, more so. I would be responsible to the Attorney General. 

Mr. Ferevuson: You don’t seek to escape responsibility just because 
you didn’t know the men ¢ 

A.—No Sir. 

Mr. Fercuson: That is what the Attorney General does. iz 

Mr. Raney: That is not true. I take responsibility as Attorney Gen- 
eral for everything a man does in my Department. If he makes a mistake, 
it is my mistake, but it isn’t a personal matter. Let me read what Mr. 
Lennox said according to the report in the Telegram: | 

“Not only has the Attorney General given employment to thugs 
and criminals but these same characters were and are being kept to- 
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day by Mr. Raney, assisting him in the enforcement of the O.T.A. 
Men who have been convicted and who have served terms to his know- 
ledge.” Did you have any knowledge of that kind ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—I heard Mr. Lennox remark that you knew his opinion of you. Do 


’ 


you? J think he gave his opinion to you once. 


A.—He thought I was implicated in a certain incident. 

Mr. Raney: Tell us about that incident. 

Mr. Lennox: I said I didn’t believe General Elliott would be implicated 
in it. He knows my opinion of him and you know my opinion of you. 

Witness: On a certain occasion, information was received from New- 
market that there would probably be some liquor troubles or something at 
Newmarket, prior to the election, and in the ordinary course we were con- 
stantly getting these reports from different parts of the country. I notify 
the Inspector in charge, Inspector Sarvis, that I have received a report that 
there was likely to be trouble at a certain place, and for him to take the neces- 
sary action, or words to that effect, and that was done in this instance. iL 
think it was on Sunday I was called up by Col. Lennox, he was very angry. 

Mr. Raney: You had sent men to North York? 

A.—No Sir. I sent men to Newmarket. That is all I know about it. 
I didn’t send them directly, but gave the usual orders to the inspector in 
charge, and he would take what action he considered necessary. I left it open 
to him to take such action as he considered necessary. 

Mr. Lennox: Where did you get the information ¢ 

A.—It came from the Attorney General’s office. 

Q.—From him ? 

A—I do recall that it came from the Attorney General’s office. He 
often sent me memorandums. I have received information so and so. Please 
ascertain the truth of it or take the necessary action. 

Q.—You got a memorandum ? 


A.—Yes. 
Mr. Ranzy: And you gave instructions ! 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And afterwards there was a report of a raid at Sutton ? 

A.—Yes. The first I heard of it was from the Honourable Member. 

Q.—What was that? 

A.—He was very angry with me and I think it was a most unfortunate 
thing that it happened before the election. I didn’t realize the situation in 
that respect and I probably thought I deserved it. 

Q.—Tell us what you got. 

A.—I understand that Col. Lennox was very much annoyed, it may have 
been by the political aspect which arose, but which I was quite ignorant as far 


as that went. I was called by various epithets. 


Q.—What were they, General Elliott ? 

A.—J think it was mostly stool pigeon and that it was a dirty low trick of 
me, in daring to send up men to Sutton to spy on the particular party who 
were going to use this hotel. I am talking now in a general way. The point 
was that he considered me a pretty low class person for having done this trick. 
T said, Well Sir, if you wouldn’t mind coming to see me, I would be glad to see 
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you in my office to talk it over. He was very much worked up. It was the first 
that I had heard that this had developed at Sutton. I thought it was New- 
market. 

Mr. Raney: wand did he come ? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Was it in that conversation that he took some credit to himself for 
having had you appointed ? 

AVLT don’t think so Sir. He turned around after a bit. He said “I 
know you very well “and I think something was said about my appointment. 

Mr. Lennox: That I was very glad to see you get it? 

A.—Words to that effect. My impression was that he had something to do 
with the appointment. 

Mr. Ranzy: That he got you the job? 

Mr. Frereuson: That he had approved of it? 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, and publicly too. 

Mr. Ranzy: Only at that time he was disapproving. 
Witness: JI was the unfortunate or ignorant victim owing to the date 
it occurred. 

Mr. Frravson: Somebody put something over on you ? 

A.—Maybe. 

Mr. Raney: Would it be your idea that liquor laws should not be en- 
forced about election time ? 


A.—Oh no. 
Mr. Frreuson: There was one particular hotel leased by one particular 
party ? 


A.—I don’t know anything about that. 

Mr. Lennox: You got your instructions from the Attorney General’s 
department in regard to sending some person to Newmarket ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Will you tell me the particular person who gave you the instructions. 

A.—It was a memorandum from the Attorney General. 

Q.—From the Attorney General himself? 

A.—Yes. I went to his office and he repeated this to me. 

Q.—The raid took place two or three nights before the election ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the night that your men were in Newmarket was the night the 
Hon. Mr. Meighen spoke there ? 

A.—I really couldn’t say Sir. 

Q.—With whom did you get in touch when you got this memorandum 
from the Attorney General ? 

A.—I sent the memorandum or ‘called up Inspector Sarvis. It was the 
usual routine. 

Q.—You directed him ae go up? 

A.—I directed him to take the necessary action. 

Q.—To go to Newmarket? 3 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Where there any instructions from you to go to Sutton ? 

A.—None whatever. 

Q.—What was the result as far as Newmarket was concerned. 
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A.—It was nothing as far as I was concerned. 

Q.—When did you first learn these men had gone to Sutton 4 

A.—I think the newspaper article was the first thing I saw. Then we got 
the reports. 

Q.—Then you remember reading the evidence at the trial where the 
operators swore or stated that they had been sent up by you to Sutton. 

- A.—No Sir. I don’t recall that. 

Q.—Do you remember me telling you over the phone what they had said 
when they made the raid “That they had been sent by you.” 

A.—I don't recollect. 

Q.—Do you remember the letter written by me in which I stated that I 
did not believe you had stooped to such a thing? 

A.—I saw that in the paper. 

Q.—At the time I called you on the telephone or the next morning after 
the raid at Sutton, do you remember at that time that I told you that these 
men stated they were there under your instructions ¢ 

A.—I think you did. | 

Q.—And it was because I thought that that I was annoyed at you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And afterwards I found that your instructions were that they should 
just go to Newmarket, I stated my opinion of you publicly. 

A.—I suppose that was the reason Sir, I didn’t know. 

Mr. Hatt: Just a few minutes ago Mr. Ferguson referred to this place 
at Sutton, this hotel being used by a particular party. Would it have made 
any difference to you in the administration of justice, what party was holding 
meetings there. : 

A.—Not the slightest. I say it was a regrettable circumstance happening 
when it did. 

Q.—Did it make any difference to you which party was there ? 

Mr. Fercuson: I didn’t suggest that the General knew at all. 

Mr. Lennox: What I understand from you, is that it was unfortunate 
that it occurred at a time when everybody was up in the air? 

A.—Yes. The first thing I said when I got back to the office, was that it 
was a regrettable thing that it occurred when it did. 

Mr. Fercuson: I want to understand something about the organization 
of the Department. There are two or three offices in the Department. Mr. 
Hammond had one branch, Mr. Sarvis had another branch ? 

A.—May I just make a short statement about that. When I came back 
from my leave, I started at once, to reorganize, and as I mentioned in my re- 
port, part of which was published in the papers the other day, I thought it an 
anomalous position that we had three water tight compartments that did not 
appear to be co-operating. That was the impression that I got, and shortly 
after as part of the reorganization, I had one investigation department formed, 
with two inspectors. Hammond and Sarvis. There was an inspector and a 
License inspector called Montgomery who also had some special officers. 
These were eventually withdrawn from him altogether, because as license in- 
spector, he should not have special officers, so that left the investigating depart- 

ment with Sarvis and Hammond, and my instructions were that we should 
co-operate in every possible way with the city and local police. 
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Mr. Frercuson: About these reports sent in by Hammond. That was 
the regular routine, was it? The reports received from Hammond’s operators 
were sent to your office ? 

A.—No. May I explain. Owing to the serious charges made which im- 
plicated certain officers in the Department, Hammond, instead of sending the 
report as he should have done to Mr. Ayearst, sent it directly to me. That was 
in that particular case. You referred a while ago to a dispute betaween 
Hammond and Collison, that had to do with administration. What was it ? 

A.—A question arose in regard to the disposal of three bottles of whiskey ? 

Q.—And as a result of this, Collison was discharged. Why was he dis- 
charged ¢ 

A.—He was asked to resign and he did. 

Q.—What was wrong with him? 

A.—The evidence taken at the investigation was such that whatever one 
may have thought was evidence which was so very much against him, that 
there was no option on my part but to recommend to the Attorney General 
that he should be asked for his resignation. 

Mr. Ranry: Was there anything in the case that affected any prosecution 
in court that was pending? 

A.—No Sir. 

Mr. Frrevson: It evidently affected the credibility or probity of one 
of your officers ? 

A.—It did. 

Mr. Raney: I find, General Elliott, that you were reported in a para- 
graph in a newspaper on the 29th of April to this effect: 

“General Elliott expressed the utmost confidence in the integrity 
of Mr. Ayearst, and said he would clear that matter up before the 
Public Accounts Committee when he was asked to be there.” 

A.-Yes Sir. I should be delighted to say so. 

@.—You have now confidence in Mr. Ayearst? 

A.—I have now and I had in October. I had absolutely confidence in Mr. 
Ayearst after reading all these reports, and I have now. I have absolute confid- 
ence in his honesty. 

Mr. Ranny: In other words the suspicion and the reports based on sus- 
picion which came to you were entirely groundless, 

Mr. Frereuson: I suppose you followed that up to ascertain that ? 

A.—Yes Sir. What I did further was to consult the legal officer of the 
Department who has a better legal knowledge than I have of what might 
occur in investigation. 

@.—And what he said was that these stories would not be taken as re- 
liable evidence ? 

A.—That is right. 

Mr. Fereuson: You have in your charge the reports of McCutcheon, 
Baugh and Budway? Budway is a special officer ? 

A.—No Sir. He is a Provincial constable. 

@.—You have his report on general administration ? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Reports covering your term of office? 
A.—Oh yes. 


4 
| 
| 
: 


GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 405 





Q.—Frequently ¢ 

A.—I have had reports from nearly all the Provincial constables ? 

(.—Those are available in the Department? There will be no objection 
to seeing those reports ? 

A.—No, if I was Commissioner, I would be glad to show them to you. 
May I mention one thing. It was brought up in evidence with regard to a 
car. There was a car supposed to be presented by me, to McCutcheon. I have 
no recollection whatever of saying he could have a-car. I knew I had no 
power or authority to give anybody a car. I do remember the car question 


_ coming up, and if he said to me “I want to get a car’ I of course assumed to 


hire a car, as to presenting him with a car, that is a monstrous suggestion ? 
Mr. Raney: You never authorized the purchase of a car ? 
A.—Certainly not. I would like to add that there is a memo to follow. 
When this matter came up to me, it was the first I ever recollect of my being a 


_ party to presenting anybody with a car. It was a preposterous suggestion that I 


would for one moment approve of such a proposal. 

Mr. Raney: This is a memorandum you sent to Mr. Hammond on the 
5th of November. 

“Reference to the attached, will you kindly explain this matter, now 
that it has been brought up by Mr. McCutcheon as I am not aware of having 
made any arrangement as to a car beyond the hire. I recollect your speaking 
to me about this matter and I once more wish to state that the suggestion that 
I should have in-any way concurred in the purchase of a car to be handed 


over to McCutcheon is a most preposterous one and would not have been enter- 


tained by me under any circumstances, You yourself know full well that the 
purchase of a car for the Department required the approval of the Honorable 
the Attorney General and unless this man can show positively that he purchas- 
ed this car with his own money, I consider it the property of the Government 


_ and have already told you that if this is so you should forward a recommenda- 


tion that the car be paid for in full, as I understood from you that $300 had 
been paid on it. I would like you to explain to Mr. McCutcheon that as he was 
working directly under you, and I was away a greater part of the time, that 
you must be responsible for the various expenses that have been incurred. Will 
you kindly go into this matter and let me know what foundation Mr. McCut- 
cheon has for the claim set out in the attached. I have informed his lawyers 
that you will deal with this matter.” 

Mr. Lennox: Where is the reply to that ? 

Wirness: This is dated November 11th: 

“I beg most respectfully to report that this morning I saw McCutcheon 
and I paid him $31.05, being the balance due him according to the statements 
put in by him. And he signed a paper waiving any further claim against the 


Dept. This he had accepted in full. 


- 


“May I suggest now that with regard to the car, that the money has been 
paid as livery by McCutcheon and that as per arrangements. So I do not think 
it wise to put in a further requisition for an extra $200 to purchase the car for 


_ the Government. 


ae 


“T think you will agree Sir, that this is the best arrangement. Trusting 


that this will meet with your approval. 
“T am now in a position to furnish you with a full report on the items 
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marked X on the Expense sheet. This I have ‘been waiting on to see 
McCutcheon first.” 

Then there is another letter of the 14th about the lawyer who had taken 
the matter up for McCutcheon. 

The Committee then adjourned. 


Public Accounts Committee. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m. May 12, 1922, with Mr. Watson in the 
chair; Mr. Lennox examining. 


General Elliott, recalled: 


Q.—Now, General, I forgot to ask you yesterday in connection with the 
Sutton matter, if you knew who gave the instructions, or the information to 
the Attorney General which resulted in him sending you that memo? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Have you found out since ? 

A.—I heard one or two names, Sir, but I cannot recall them. There was 
somebody up at Newmarket. 

Q.—What names have you heard ? 

Mr. Raney: Well, I think that branch of the inquiry ought not to be 
pursued. The Department of Criminal Investigation, as well as the Depart: 
ment for the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act does not disclose 
the names of persons who bring information to them, That is obviously in 
the public interest. 

Mr. Lennox: Now I see, General, that the Attorney General wrote 
you on the 24th of February of this year a letter which he read, a memoran- 
dum, which he read yesterday; that would be 10 days after the House opened. 
It says, “Memo for the Commissioner of Police—too many of the special 
officers have been going bad.” Now I want you to explain to me what your 
knowledge was of that. 

A.—Several cases had occurred in which officers who had been employed 
had been taken on as you know, temporarily, special officers and these opera- 
tors are taken on temporarily, on the understanding that they may be dis- 
charged at any time—cases had occurred in which the inspectors who 
employed these men informed me that they had enquired as to their references 
and they were satisfied, but subsequently these men had not carried out their 
duty as honestly as they ought to have. 

Mr. Lennox: He says they “have been going bad.” General Elliott— 
The cases were reported in the paper. I don’t know how many. Reports go 
to the Attorney General about the behaviour of some of our men from time 
to time. I immediately carry out an investigation and in some cases we 
found that the reports were justified. 

(.—What were these reports ? 

A.—That I cannot say, sir; they were coming in. / 

Q.—What did they have reference to— | 

A.—Some grave suspicion of dishonesty. You could not absolutely prove 
the thing; but what the inspector would say, Well, I don’t think that officer 
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has been doing his work as thoroughly as I should like and I propose to get 
rid of him. You will understand, sir, that these things—when an inspector 
came to the conclusion that a special officer was not doing as well as he should 
the Inspector had the power to get rid of him forthwith. They are not re- 
ferred to us in every case. 

Q.—H he loses confidence in him he can let him go? 

A.—Yes, | 

Q.—Is this correct; is this statement a fact, over the signature of the 
co General, true, that ‘too many of the special officers have been going 
ad ?” 

A.—In February, sir, well there were— 

Q.—This would be prior to February ? 

A.—There were several cases. 

Q.—Is that statement correct? 

A.—That statement is correct in substance. 

Q.—Is there anything about the statement that is incorrect ? 

A.—Well, I am in your hands, sir. 

Q.—Well, the Attorney General sends you a memorandum; he starts 
off the memo. “For the Commissioner of Police,”dated Toronto, February 
24, 1922, and his first sentence is, “Too many of the special officers have 
been going bad.” Is that correct? 

A.—Well sir, may I say in reply, it was not for me to discuss what the 
Attorney General held in mind. I went to work; I did not argue the point 
with him, whether it was correct or incorrect. 

Q.—Well, did you agree with that or did you disagree ? 

A.—There were several cases that had transpired from time to time but 
I do not want you to tie me down to that; it is not for me to question the 
Attorney General. 

Q.—I see that on the 15th of February you also got a memo from the 
‘Attorney General in which he says, “I am approving of the dismissal of Con- 
stable Maxwell, Fort William. I note that this is his second offence.” 

Q.—What was. the first ? 

A.—Drunkenness, 

@.—And the second ? 

A.—Also, : 

Q.—When did the first offence occur ? 

A.—At the time I think Superintendent Rogers was dealing with the 
police, and he actually dealt with the offence, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q.—Was it in your time? 

A.—I think so. 

Mr. Raney: I think this officer was not an O.T.A. officer ? 

A.—No sir, a Provincial Constable, but he also dealt with O.T.A. cases 
if they came his way. 

Mr. Lennox: Coming down to another memo, dated 2nd November, 
1921, “Memo for General Elliott: Confirming our late conversation in the 
matter of the appointment of spotters. After further consideration I am 
still inclined”—this is from the Attorney General—“‘to the view that we 
ought to change the system and make an attempt at all events to get along 
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without their assistance.” Now who were the spotters, what class of men 
are they. We have heard of operators and special officers ? 

A.—It is a name that rather annoys the operator, sir. 

Q.—It is applied to them, is it not? 

Mr. Raney: The word is in quotation marks, isn’t it? 

Mr. Lennox: So as to bring his attention to it. 

Witness: I think the name has been applied to a good many officers of 
the O.T.A. branch. 

Q.—But what class of man is a spotter? Is he classified? We have 
the provincial police and the provincial officer and the operator. Now is there 
a classification known as a spotter ? 

A.—Special officers and operators have been called spotters from time 
to time. It is a name of opprobrium which they do not appreciate and it is 
not used officially. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, apparently the Attorney General used it. 

A.—It is a name that has been bandied about and it has obvious re- 
ference to the operators and special officers. 

Q.—Operators that do what? 

A.—O.T.A. work. 

Q.—For my information, that is stool pigeons in other words? 

A.—Yes, that is, in other departments. I am called a stool pigeon. 

Q.—Then what was this conversation between you and the Attorney 
General about ? 

A.—Would you read the paragraph to which you refer? 

Mr. Lennox reads: ‘Confirming our late conversation in the matter of 
the appointment of spotters. After further consideration I am still inclined 
to the view that we ought to change the system and make an attempt at all 
events to get along without their assistance.” 

A.—We had had a great deal of trouble somewhat along the lines in which 
the Attorney General referred to before in getting the type of men who could 


be relied on to carry out this work of spotting. The Inspectors, if you call 


them, that is Mr. Sarvis, Mr. Hammond, will tell you the awful difficulty 
they had in getting a man who had any semblance of honesty and integrity 
and so on to take this work, and it is the most difficult work that I had any- 
thing to do with directly it is possible to imagine. We got men who were ac- 
cording to their references reliable, decent clean men, returned soldiers, and 
I am sorry to say that a month or so afterwards, they, some of them, became 
tainted. 

Q.—Was that as a result of their occupation as spotters ? | 

A.—I should say it was as a result of their very objectionable duty they 
carried out in getting into these low dives'and dens and where they are com- 
pelled, unfortunately, to take a glass of this liquor. If it was good liquor I 
suppose we would not have heard so much, but it is generally poison, and these 
fellows are thus demoralized. They had the most wonderful stomachs, some 
of them, sir, the stuff they took, because I have been shown the bottle that has 
been seized or something of that sort, and sampled it, and it is poison. I say 
they have been compelled in the course of their duty to take drinks and it has 
demoralized them. There is no question in my mind. And then it is they 
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~ have committed offences which I do not think they would have committed if 
_ they had been strictly sober. i 
Mr. FEerevson: The nature of the work is debasing ? 
A.—Yes, 7 / 
Mr. Lennox: Committed offences? In what regard ? 
| A.—Cases in which probably they have accepted a bribe or something 
of that sort. I do not know. I have got nothing authentic, but it was very 
‘suspicious. Time and time again I have spoken to Mr. Sarvis—What 
-about this man? I think we ought to get rid of him. Why? Well, 
_he was not doing satisfactorily.. Well, I did not inquire any more as a rule. 
It may have been a prison record. | 

Mr. Crarxe: Is not it pretty hard to get a man clever, I mean suffi- 
ciently clever, and then get an honest man as well. There is not an honest 
man in the country even my friend would not take that spotters job? 
} A.—I quite agree. . . .You were asking me about a conversation. I 
‘said yesterday I had a conversation. There were several inspectors there, I 
forget exactly who, three or four of them, but they were inspectors to do with 
O.T.A. Jeffrey was there; I think, Greer; I think, Hammond. 

Mr. Ranzy: Sarvis? 

A.—Sarvis. And we discussed this with them. I was open minded 


4 
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about it as I had not had much experience, and they emphatically said it 





would be impossible to carry out without the use of spotters. And then 
I went further and said, well, cannot we limit them as regards their taking 
this drink, could not that be reduced. I have heard cases of spotters taking 
several glasses—how they could take it I don’t know—in order to get their 
quarry. So then it was—I don’t know whether I wrote another memo, but 
anyway as a result we found that they could not dispense entirely with 
spotters, but a greater effort was made to try and get the type of men who 
would carry out his duties honestly and at the same time be able to give re 
liable evidence in court. 

Q.—Well, is there any reason why a criminal should be employed? 

A.—Not knowingly. 

Q.—Was there any reason why a man who has served time or been 
convicted of breach of the Ontario Temperance Act should be employed ? 

A.—No, not that I know of. And mind you sir, I hope you won't press 
me too hard: The inspectors were given a very free hand to try and get the 
type of men who would bring about shall I say rational enforcement of the 
O.T.A. 

Q.—What does that mean 4 

A.—Trying to avoid underhand means as much as possible. 

Q.—Now in this same memo to you the Attorney General emphasizes 
another point—Had there been much drinking amongst the officers ¢ 

A.—Oh a certain amount sir, yes. 

Q.—Had it been going on for some time? I suppose all the time you 
were there and prior to that? 

A.—When I came back in August it was. I don’t say many cases, but 
there were cases. This was the difficulty— 

Mr. Raney: Could you tell us how many cases ! 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Would there be half a dozen? 
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A.—I should say about half a dozen, but I would not like to answer that 
question, Cases would come up and the Inspectors in view of their powers 
used to get rid of the men without reference. 

Q.—Where would they get their liquor? 

A.—Well, it is in carrying out these unpleasant duties sir they would 
get the liquor. 

Mr. Crarxe: In other words they had to go in and buy this liquor to 
get these men convicted ? 

A.—Half a glass of some of that stuff will make a man paralyzed. 

Q.—You would not like even to take one? 

A.—No sir, not of that. 

Q.—That needs qualifying, none of that? 

A.—Well sir, I am not a teetotaller, but I am a temperance man. 

Mr. Lennox: Coming to July 13, 1921. You were here? 

A.—I was not here sir, no. Is that the police commissioners ? 

Q.—Oh yes, you do not know anything about that? 

A.—I may have heard of it but I don’t know. 

Q.—Would this statement be true, that casés have been reported were 
women were engaged ? 

Mr. Ranzy: Engaged by municipal police ? 

A.—I would not know whether that is true. 

Q.—Do you know whether it is true or not? 

A.—I cannot say at all. Frankly I have heard these things, but it is 
gossip. I have heard gossip of all kinds of things. 

Mr. Totmiz: Did that mean officially ? | 

Mr. Ranry: There were cases reported to us of women having been 
employed to assist in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act and other 
bad characters and we traced them down; they were attributed by the news- 
papers to our department. We found they were not employed by our depart- 
ment but by the chiefs of police in different places and this was a letter in- 
tended to warn the commissioners of police throughout the province asking 
them to instruct their chiefs of police to avoid the employment of objection- 
able people. 

Mr. Lennox: A memo dated 20th of June 1921, for the Commissioner 
of police. Would that be for you? 

A.—Yes, just before I went away. 

Q.—“In view of the Brantford incident referred to in your memoran- 
dum of the 14th”—What was that incident ? 

A.—I do not recall it just this moment. I remember the Attorney Gen- 
eral referring to it. 

@.—You had a man in your employ by the name of Rutca, George 
Rutca ? 

A.—No sir, I do not remember. 

Q.—And I said in the House he had been sent to Brantford 2 

A.—Rutca ? 

Q.—Special officer or spotter! 

A.—It is quite possible, sir, without my knowledge. 

Q.—And in order to prove his story the Crown Attorney asked the wo- 
man who is supposed to have sold the liquor whether she had a scar on her 


, 
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breast or on her shoulder, Rutca having stated he had had connection with 
her and he could prove it by that if they would have her examined. 

A.—No sir, I do not. 

Q.—And you do not recall the stopping of the case and the magistrate 
sending the woman into the room and she was examined by the matron and 


_ it was found there was no scar either on her breast or shoulder 2 


A.—No sir, only what I have heard at this committee. I do not recall 
it at all. 


Q.—"In view of the Brantford incident—’Do you remember whether 


Rutea was discharged ? 





A.—The name is not at all familiar. How do you spell it? 

Q.—R-u-t-c-a. | 

A.—I do not remember the name at all. 

Q.—You do not remember the memo you sent? 

A.—I am afraid not. 

Mr. Raney: The man was dismissed and it was just after you, came 
in General; you would not know about it. 

Mr. Lennox: reads memo: “In view of the Brantford incident referred 
to in your memorandum of the 14th inst. I suggest that you prepare a draft 


circular letter to be sent to the chiefs of police of the Province calling atten- 


tion to the practise of this department in the matter of the employment of 
special detectives attached to the administration of the law when it transpires 
in Court that witness employed by the Crown has a criminal record.” 
Q.—Were there to your knowledge at that time many special detectives 
or operators with criminal records? 
A.—Well I don’t know the names of one quarter of them in June; that 


_ was scarcely not a month after I joined—three weeks. I was trying to get 


familiar with the work and I confess I knew very little about our special 
officers and operators until I returned in August, and then I delved into it and 
I was somewhat surprised. 

Q.—Apparently the Attorney General was. under the impression that 
there were some with criminal records ? 

A.—Quite possible, sir. May I mention another incident. Yesterday a 
question was put to me-in regard to whether we employed any men with 
criminal records. I think sir, on the question being put, Are you in a posi- 
tion to know whether any men with these records are ever employed in your 
department? And I would say no. 

Q.—And did you take the precautions to see ? 

A.—Yes; well, I may say that possibly a man unbeknownst to our in- 
Spectors might be employed. 

Q.—What precautions did you take to ensure the men would be honest ? 

A.—After I came back I took up the subject of the investigation de- 
partment. I insisted every man should have three references who was em- 
ployed and these references had to be verified. Of course I have jumped 


- now some months. And it was up to the inspectors, to Mr. Ayearst, to satisfy 


themselves as to these men. | ru Ns 
Mr. Ranry: And did you also require him to sign an application form ¢ 
A.—Recently there was a special affidavit a man had to sign containing 
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a clause that he had not been convicted of an offence, and it is was a declara- 
tion. 

Q.—When was that inaugurated ? 

A.—In the last two or three months. 

Mr. Ferauson: Do you think that would be a precaution? Against a 
man who would go into the box and perjure himself ? 

A.—I suppose nothing would stop a man of that type who has made up 
his mind about it. | 

Q.—You say in addition to giving three references there is to be some 
further verification ¢ 

A.—Well, to verify these references by calling up the gentlemen and 
ascertaining. 

Mr. Ranvy: And was one of the references to be a clergyman. 

A.—I don’t think so, sir—three references of reliable citizens. 

Mr. Lennox: I have in mind the case of a man named Andrews, re- 
cently appointed at Cobourg. He is a friend of Mr. Clark’s, at least he comes 
from the same town. 

A.—You mean a provincial constable, don’t you. I can safely say it 
was prior to my time, but I heard about it. I think Supt. Rogers would know 
about it. 

Q.—That is the gentleman who had served time in Burwash ? 

A= E theard or atont. 

Q.—Now in the penitentiary ? 

A.—I am glad to say I had nothing to do with that. 

Mr. Raney: That is the man who is certified to by Mr. Donovan and 
Mr. Wright of Brockville? 

A.—Yes, I remember hearing of it afterwards. J had nothing really to 
do with this case. | 

Mr. Lennox: Do you remember whether he was a returned man? ~ 

A.—TI cannot say. 

Mr. Ranny: He was a sergeant. 

Mr. Lennox: Reading from the Telegram on your evidence yesterday: 
“Mr. Hammond told me that some of the employees under me were disloyal; 
that upset me very much.” What information did Mr. Hammond give you 
with respect to the disloyalty of some of the employees ? 

A.—No specific information that I can remember, sir, except that he 
considered that they were not playing the game in the Department to the 
Department. 

Mr. Frercuson: That was surprising to you ? 

A.—Surprising, very. It upset me very much. 

Q.—Are you sure you do not recollect about it? Would not you inquire? 

A.—I told them at once to go into the matter to the fullest extent, but 
as I said yesterday, it was at this time that Mr. H. H. McCutcheon was brought 
up as the man who would be able to give this information. I can say, sir, that 
I went further in my views then—in fact I thought that the most extreme 
measures were necessary to make sure of this. I looked on it as much more | 
serious than some of the offences under the O.T.A. by our own officials— | 
it would mean that the organization was disrupted. 
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_ him over to the investigation department. 
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Mr. Lennox: You also are reported to have said yesterday, “Ex-boot- 
leggers and others came to see me regarding stories—” 
A.—Oh pardon me sir, that is rather involved. 


; : Any man that came to 
me with stories about infractions of the O.T.A. I mad | 


e it my business to send 
It was in the case of transition in 
the last few months, I may say. First I think T told you yesterday, owing 
to the delicate position I was in, where, watching the officials who ware sus- 
pected, Mr. Hammond sent me in these reports from McCutcheon, ete., direct 
for obvious reasons. Later, as I told you, when I came back, I found that 
these reports had accumulated immensely. I did go through them once, I 
confess I did not read them very thoroughly, but I went through them and 
to my mind, as I said yesterday, I was not at all impressed by all the evidence 


_ —not being a lawyer, perhaps that was due to my defects, 


Mr. Fereuson: It was nauseating to you. 

A.—Most nauseating, sir. All kinds of people were employed, who, well, 
4 say the least, I had not heard of before, or they were not in the ordinary 
ine. 

Q.—You had not come in contact with that kind of people before ? 

A.—WNo sir. 

Q.—Probably that is the reason you left the Department ? 

A.—No, no sir. I will say I rather felt at times that the work was not 
very pleasant, but it was my duty to carry on that part of the work. It was 
a small part of the work, of course, but it was an important part. 

Q.—Well, as I understand it you placed the responsibility of the in- 


tegrity, of the character of the spotters or operators upon Mr. Hammond and 
Mr. Sarvis? 


A.—Yes sir, under Mr. Ayearst. 

Q.—And you personally could not be expected to see whether they were 
honest and capable and clean men or not ? 
A.—I would not like to say that sir, until the re-organization was com- 
pleted. 
| Q.—Is the re-organization completed ? 

A.—It is not completed yet sir. 

Q.—It was commenced a couple of months ago ? 8 

A.—Well, November, sir, it really commenced. 

Q.—Now you were consulted before you went on your vacation with re- 
spect to getting information so that you would know whether there was any 
crookedness in the Department ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—And Hammond and McCutcheon both came to see you ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Now what was the object, what had you in your mind with respect 
to that investigation ? 

A.—Well sir, to find out what there was in these very serious charges. 

Q.—What charges were being made ? 

A.—Disloyalty of officers of high rank in the O.T.A. Branch. 

Q.—Disloyalty in what respect? To their superiors or by accepting 
bribes ? 


7) 
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A.—By dishonest practices; I would not like to specify exactly what 
happened, sir, but that was the impression left on me. 

Q.—Well you apparently came to the conclusion that there was so much 
of that kind of thing going on that you thought an investigation was neces- 


sary, otherwise. 


A.—No, I would first of all get a quantity of evidence, and if in my 


opinion as commissioner I thought an investigation was necessary at the 
conclusion of the taking of evidence I would ask permission of the Attorney 


General to hold an investigation. 
Q.—Well, may I put it this way, that from the reports you had and the 


statement made to you, you thought it was your duty to delve into the matter 


to see whether an investigation would be necessary or not? 

A.—Certainly. 

Q.—And Mr. Hammond apparently was of the same opinion ? 

A.—He first reported this to me, sir. | 

Q.—And he brought McCutcheon to you as a man he thought would be 
capable of discharging that duty ? 

A.—Yes, getting the evidence, that is all. 

Q.—Now I want to ask you, did Mr. Hammond tell you that Me 
Cutcheon had been accused, though acquitted, of aiding and abetting in the 
delinquency of a child under 14? 

A.—To the best of my recollection, sir no. 

Q.—Did he tell you that in February, in the preceding February, that 
McCutcheon had been charged with criminal assault on a young girl, a 
waitress in Guelph, and had been found guilty. of common assault and fined ? 

A.—To the best of my recollection sir, no. | 

Q.—Did he tell you at the time that he brought him to you suggesting 
he would be a good man to investigate that at that moment he was charged, 
committed for trial, waiting for trial, out on bail, for conspiracy ? 

A.—I do not remember that. 

Q.—The conspiracy being to defeat the ends of justice by getting wit- 
uesses out of the country ? 

A.—To the best of my recollection, sir no. May I quality that. I re- 
inember some references made about this officer having been rather badly used, 
now that you question me hard. I do remember some question of his being 
badly used, but I really, honestly cannot remember the particular incident. 
What I had in mind, sir, was that any officer Mr. Hammond would employ 
would be all right. That is the view. 

Q.—You had confidence in Mr. Hammond 4 

A.—Absolute confidence. He is a hard working conscientious officer, 
very well reported on by Mr. Flavelle. 

Mr. Fercuson: Your recollection of these particular things does not 
seem to be clear ? | 

A.—No sir. He might have talked something about it but I honestly 
on my oath here do not recollect. It made no impression on my mind. 

Mr. Tormre: If this Mr. Hammond, the Inspector, had given you that 
information in regard to McCutcheon would you have sanctioned his use? 

A.—No sir, not if it had been impressed on me thoroughly. 

Q.—You say he did not do it? 
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A.—I have no recollection. You understand gentlemen that there are 

_™many meni come to see me and I am sorry to say sometimes I. do not pay 
strict attention to everything they say. What was in my mind was, now this 

man has got to get information and if Mr. Hammond thinks he is a suitable 

i man, go ahead. He had the experience. I was a novice. 

ib Q.—Did he tell you that McCutcheon had reported that while at Owen 

i Sound, in company with an operator by the name of Henry, that MeOutcheon 

‘ had perjured himself in court ? 

4 A.—I have no recollection whatever of that incident, sir. 

x Q.—Now if all or one of these things had been reported to you would you 
_ have employed McCutcheon ? 

, A.—Not the way you put it sir. 

Q.—Put it any way you like. I want to see how the enforcement is 
being carried out. 

rl A.—No sir; I was going entirely on the recommendation of Mr. Ham- 

-mond. If I have to give a direct answer, no sir, I would not. 

| Mr. Crarxe: If you had had the information which Mr. Hammond had, 

"assuming that he had it, would you have thought of giving employment to 

- McCutcheon ? 


A.—WNo Sir. 
a Q.— What class of man would be required to get the evidence that you 
thought would justify an investigation ? 
nd A.—You are pressing me rather, sir. I had only been about three weeks 


in the position. 
q Q.—I am speaking of now. 
A.—Well, I first of all would send for him, the Inspector, and tell him— 
you mean in disloyal cases ? 
q Q.—No, no. You felt that it was necessary to delve into certain things 
‘for the purpose of ascertaining whether an investigation would be necessary or 
uot. I am asking you as the Commissioner of Police, as you were for one 
year, what class of men would you, representing the people of this country, 
in your official capacity, think would be necessary to perform these duties ? 
A.—The 0.T.A. ? ) 
; Q.—No no, the duty of delving into the department to get the informa- 
tion that would justify the expenditure of money for an investigation? A 
eriminal or an honest man? 
t A.—Well, I am afraid sir it would have to be a man who had a doubtful 
record, because he would be mixed up with gentlemen who were continually 
breaking the law, men who were possibly disgruntled bootleggers. 
- Q.—In other words he would not be in good church standing? Is that 
right? I want you to be fair to yourself. Would you accept the report and 
| 





1 


act upon the report of a man with a reputation of McCutcheon ? 

| A.—Would I accept it sir? I would read it through carefully and if I 

was in doubt as to the reliability of the evidence I would submit it— 

| -  Q.—No, no. Would you accept on general principles a report by a man 

of that reputation ? ; . 

—s A.No sir, not without very careful consideration. . 
Q.—Now then, these reports were coming in day after day in your 

office. Is that your report? : 

—s-« A.--T think there was one, yes, September 12. 
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Q.—Two days before you left ? , | 
A.—I would not like to say. I think there was one May 18, and another. — 
Q.—These reports were sent to your office, and did Mr. Hammond get \ 

them ? ; 

A.—Mr. Hammond? They were forwarded I presume by Mr. Ham- 
mond continuously; that was the procedure. } 

Q.—Now are these McCutcheon’s reports, the gruesome reports you” 
spoke of yesterday ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And these gruesome reports, they were sent in day by day, were 
read, of course, by Mr. Hammond ? 

A.—yYes sir; I presume so. 

Q.—You would expect that ? 

A.—I would expect that. 

Q.—As a matter of fact I think it was stated that it was a typewritten 
copy you got. 

A.—Well, it came to my office in long hand and was typed in the office ; 
that is, as far as I recollect. ) 

Q.—The original would come to the office, but your assistant would do 
that. | 

Q.—If you had been home and received these gruesome reports day by 
day how long would you have kept McCutcheon in the employ of this Gov- 
ernment ! : 

A.—Well sir, that is rather a difficult question to reply to. What I felt 
was—I don’t want to blame my subordinate, sir, that is all. 

Q.—No, no. You are not blaming Hammond. I am asking what would 
you have done ? 

A.—Having read through the reports I should actually, I think, come 
to my mind I really could not get any satisfactory evidence to convict; that 
was the feeling I eventually got by reading through the reports and with 
the help of a legal officer. 

Q.—A solicitor ? 

A.—Yes. As you saw in a covering memo I had intended to have an 
investigation. _ 

Mr. Crarxe: Did not you say less than two minutes ago that you could 
not get a man to do that work unless it was a shady character ? 

A.—Searcely. 


men who were not strictly first class. | 
Q.—Would you keep this man in your employ with the character as | 

found out to be? | 
A.—Subsequently ? : | 
Q.—Now you would have to hire another man to do the work? 
A.—Well, it was impressed on me he was the man to get into this busi 
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ness. He had the knowledge. He had made the statement and I trusted him 
as I would trust any man. 

Q.—You did not know anything against him ? 

A.—No sir. But I do remember Mr. Hammond did say something about 

his having been badly treated, and that he had had great experience with 
bootleggers. That is impressed on my mind. 
- Mr. Tormre: I understand you to say that if Mr. Hammond had told 
you originally these circumstances about this man you would not have sane- 
tioned his employment ? 

_  A.—Not strictly, no sir. If you will understand me, there may things 
have been said which I may not have got to a strict manner of understanding. 
My memory is not as good as it used to be before the war, and I want to say 
I always say “to the best of my recollection,” which is on oath. They may 
have said somethiny about these matters. 

Mr. Lennox: You returned in August? 


A.—22nd. 
Q.—McCutcheon was kept on until October ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—On your return was it reported to you that while you were absent 
McCutcheon had been arrested for operating an illicit still and was out on 
bail awaiting his trial? 

A.—Yes sir I, heard that, I heard about this, whoever told me, when I 
eame back. . | 
| Q.—Then am I to understand that in your knowledge, representing the 
‘Department of Commissioner of Police, this man was retained for some 
‘months in the Department? 

A.—I admitted yesterday sir that I was derelict in my duty in not read- 
‘ing these reports for at least a month after I came back, | 

Q.—But these reports would not give you any information with respect 
‘to McCutcheon’s character. Now you said a few moments ago, in answer to 
a question that it had been brought to your attention upon your return that 
‘McCutcheon, during your absence, had been arrested for operating an illicit 
‘still 2 








A.—Yes. Now, sir, don’t press me for that, but after I returned, 
sometime— 
| Q.—We will say a month, if you like ¢ 
| A.—Possibly it was that sir. 
Q.—Now McCutcheon was never discharged, was he, from the Depart- 





to be discharged. ; : es 
Q.—Now listen to this: Mr. Ireland asked the following question in the 


' “1. Were there in the employ of the Liquor License Department as 
sperators in 1920 and 1921 the following: Jack Robinson, J. A. Bell, Leo 
Bellary. H. H. McCutcheon, Frank Budway, Stanley Nash. 2. Are they 

| still in the employ of the Government. 3. If not, when did they quit. 


4. Were they discharged or did they voluntarily resign. 5. What 
| 
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were their duties. 6. What is date of last cheque for wage issued to F. 
Budway.” - 


The Attorney General replied as follows: : 
4. Robinson and Bellar, no; Bell, and McOutcheon, Frank Budway, 
Nash, yes—” i, 


A ' 


That is they were in the employ. ie 
Then, in answer to question four: “Were they discharged, or did they 
voluntarily resign ?” the Attorney General answered: ‘Employed temporarily, 
not reengaged on completion of employment.” ‘ 
Is that answer true or untrue? 
A.—Yes sir. When I said discharged I meant we often took men who 
were not going to keep on after a certain date— . 3 
~ Q—Then he is employed, the work for which he was engaged was 
finished and he was not reengaged ? | | a 
A.—Well, I would rather have Mr. Hammond say. I do not recall 
exactly. | 
Q.—Are you able to say this, that if his work had required a longa 
time he would have been retained ¢ | 
A.—I should say not, sir. | 
Q.—What reason have you for saying that? Tn view of this answer ? 
W.—Well, in view of my memo of the 16th of September which | think 
I’ handed in yesterday, where I said where a case was objectionable,—no 
employing men who were on bail or awaiting trial. 

'' Q.—Did you know that a man by the name of Lloyd Gordon was en 
gaged to delve into these matters, to see whether an investigation would br 
justified or not? | ¢ 

> A.—No sir. May I say right here that the only name with which I wa 
concemed in this thing was McCutcheon, H. H. McCutcheon. Now I think. 
can say that, and that any other operators were, as T have said before, en 
tirely under the inspector and I did not interfere. | 

Q.——Did you know at the time you were discussing the matter with M1 
Hammond and McCutcheon that Lloyd Gordon, while acting as a spotter 0 
| 


! 
q 








operator in Kitchener had accepted a bribe of $700 and skipped out t 
Regina ? 

A.—When was this sir? 

Q.—When Hammond brought McCutcheon to your office and when yo’ 
three discussed the advisability of having a special investigation, were YO 
aware that a man by the name of Lloyd Gordon, had, while acting as operate 
for the department at Kitchener, accepted $700 as a bribe and with that ha 
skipped out 4 . ' 

“” A,.—No, I have no recollection of that sir. 

Q.—Would you have permitted a man who was guilty of that condw 
to have acted in conjunction with McCutcheon ? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Were you told upon your return that this same Lloyd Gordon whi 
acting in the capacity of investigator for the Government was arrested f 
stealing a Victory Bond? | of 

5 _JT do not recollect that at all sir. I have heard of it, lately. 
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—  Q.—Would you, if you had been told that on your return, and knowing 
his previous record have kept that man in your employ one minute ? 

_  A.—WNo sir. I hope you will allow me to say, sir, I think it is only fair, 
‘that I did not interfere. Personally, if I was inspector, I would get rid of 
them. That is the impression I would like to convey. 

— Q—Was it brought to your attention either before you left or after- 
wards that a woman by the name of Stella Bayley, who was mixed up in 
the Cross matter, and who had accompanied McCutcheon and Nash to Niagara 

, was assisting McCutcheon in the investigation ? 

A.—No. I remember the name, now that you mention it. It was in 
‘the reports I had. 
— Q.—Would you have permitted a woman of this class to have identified 
i: in an investigation of that kind if you had known it? 

= A—No sir, I would not. 

_  Q.—Then. were you aware that a woman, Mrs. Collins, either before 
or after your return, that a woman by the name of Mrs. Collins was also 
‘mixed up with MeCuteheon i in that investigation ? 
A.—Not unless it was in the report sir. 
Q@.—Were you aware that the Mrs. Collins that was receiving money 
| this Government, assisting McCutcheon in that investigation was mixed 
‘up with Lloyd Gordon at Kitchener, and had gone to Res with him ? 

A.—I don’t recollect sir. 

Q.—If that had been brought to your notice would you have let a wo-, 
an a that identify herself With that investigation ? 

A.—WNo sir, certainly not. 

Q.—Now General: what provision was there made for the payment of 
this investigation, the employment of this man McCutcheon ? 
~ A.—AIl I recollect was I told Mr. Hammond to go ahead getting the 
‘evidence. I really do not recall discussing any amount, except he was to be 
employed as an operator, which would be $100 a month. I think that was 
the usual amount. 
~~» Q.—Do you remember whether McCutcheon at that time was in the em- 
“ploy of the Government or not? 
AT don’t think he was—no. 

Q.—Then can you give any reason why McCutcheon was paid for April, 
May and part of June, when he was not working for the department ? 
i. A.—No, I don't ‘know sir. 
} Mr, hiieox: What provision was there for the payment of this man ? 
,~ A.—You mean for this investigation? I am a little hazy about pay- 
ment. J went away. But I think first of all there was an amount of $500 
under the item investigation. I forget; but the amount had to be obtained 
through the Treasurer. And then gion was another amount. ‘There were 
two or three amounts, when I went away, when I was away, which I under- 
stand were obtained apparently from the chief officer and apparently from the 

Provincial Treasurer. 

Li Q.—Then I see on the 20th of December you certified to the correct- 
ness of the statement of cash expenditure for investigating for police De- 
partment ? 


= A.—Yes sir. 
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Q.—You had to accept Mr. Hammond’s statement ? : 
A.—Yes sir. In Mr. Hammond I had complete confidence. In various 
claims for expenses of all the officers, I, as Commissioner, have to admit the — 
claim as being as far as I knew fair, but it was always certified to by some- — 
body first. | 
Q.—And I see that the amount that was received by McCutcheon was — 
$1,125? | 
A.—Was it? I have forgotten the exact amount. | 
Q.—Just look at that statement for us, General. Will you just read the | 


first item of expense ? | 
A.—“July 7, paid in cash to H. H. McCutcheon for services of car, 
$250.” | 
Q.—Now were you aware when you certified to that statement beneath, _ 
that $250 had been paid to McCutcheon to buy a car? | 
A.—No sir. I would draw attention to my statement of yesterday. | 
Q.—May I ask you General would that be a proper item of expenditure? | 
A.—Reading it as I do now, sir, it may be for the hire of a car or livery. — 
I don’t know. It is for services of car. 
Q.—Well, when you certified to that statement being correct, were you | 
aware that a car had been bought for McCutcheon ? | 
A.—No sir; never was, because it came up to me subsequently that an | 
extra amount was asked for and it was to be assumed that I had concurred | 
in the purchase of a car, and I would not admit that for two seconds. 
Q.—Well, were you aware that $250 had been paid to Breakey, the | 
second hand car dealer ? 
A.—I was aware of that subsequently, Oh yes. 7 | 
Q.—Then what became of the car you paid $250 of the Government’s | 
money on—what became of the car ?— 
A.—To tell you the truth I sent a memo to Mr. Hammond saying if, 
necessary—there was $200 owing, I think, something like that—that if he) 
thought or it was necessary this $200 could be paid and the car should be-' 
come a Government car. But he recommended that should not be done, and | 
the car—I don’t know—somebody took it. | 
Q.—It is not in the possession of the Government ? : 
A.—Not that I know of. S| 
Q.—Then if you will just look over this statement of McCutcheon’s you. 
will see, “Car hire, $25.” What did that mean ? | 
A.—I am afraid sir I will have to say I accepted these figures as cor- 
rect from Mr. Hammond. | 
Q.—I want you to tell me this? In looking over those statements and 
leoking over the entry that you certified, was McCutcheon paid for that, 
car hire ? | 
A.—I would not like to swear to that. | 
Q.—Was it included in the $1,125 of car hire? | 
A.—I really cannot say. | 
Q.—Let me show you. These items make a total of $895 and you will 
observe car hire goes all the way through. Now that $895 you can see quite, 
clearly, but that has reference to car hire as well as incidentals, and drinks. | 


| 
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Now we will turn back to the statement, and do you find there stated a sum 


i of $895 2 


A.—$895. Yes sir—Investigating corrupt methods of officials of De- 


partment in enforcing O.T.A., $895.” 


Q.—Then the car hire is included in that $895, as well as the other 


incidentals ? 


A.—I presume it is. | 
Q.—And the $895 and the $230 make, if you add them up, $1,125 that 


McCutcheon was actually paid? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Which includes not only the hire for the car but also the $250 that 


was paid a man on the purchase price of the car? 


A.—Now, pardon me sir. If I may say so I only saw these accounts 
after the money was all spent. What I heard in committee I can only repeat, 
that is that that amount was, I understand, spent by Mr. McCutcheon in 
$25’s and $20’s. 

Q.—That amount was paid to Breakey ? 

A.—Paid in cash to H. H. McCutcheon— 

Q.—Paid Breakey as first payment on the car—that amount is included 


in the amount that is paid McCutcheon is it not? 


A.—I would not like to say. 

Q.—Well, it is there. 

A.—Well, according to that I did not give a certificate. As Commis- 
sioner of Ontario Police I am responsible for expenditure of all claims and 
so on. This is put before me by a responsible provincial officer. These ac- 
counts were hanging fire for weeks—months, I believe. And the Deputy 


Attorney General to whom it generally goes says I knew nothing about it. I 


won’t sign. I said this money is being spent and I am prepared to sign the 
usual services rendered, in order that the matter could be sent on to the Pro- 
vincial Treasurer. I was prepared to trust Mr. Hammond. But if you ask 


me the details of this amount J must plead ignorance. 


Q.—In this statement just before you, the $250 is included and the car 


hire from day to day is included as well, to make up the total? 


A.—I follow that. s 

Mr. Crarke: Mr. McCutcheon gave evidence the other day. He said 
the Department advanced him $250 to buy this car, make a first payment. 
Then he paid it back by $25 car hire. He swore here he paid it back and the 
Government got a good deal, car hire was worth more. 

A.—Yes, I heard him. I wish you had the memo that went with that. 
What I want to say is, I was fully aware of the necessity of having clear 
accounts because they were coming to the Public Accounts committee and 
as Mr. Hammond will acknowledge these went back to him more than once, 
two or three times, to have it made out properly in a form in which they 


could be read intelligently. 


Q.—I am not blaming you. 

A.—I am prepared to take responsibility, if it is me. I have done my 
best. | 
Q.—Coming back to your evidence yesterday, reading from the Telegram. 


You are reported to have said, 


Si 
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“Tt was by reports to me.” 
What did you mean by that? 
A.—When I first got initiated into the methods which were employed 


by some of our men on the O.T.A. and I had had no knowledge of it before, , 
the methods employed in going into these low dens and dives, and this drinking 


to find out where people were selling liquor. It repelled me, I admit it, as 
an officer of the Department. 


Q.—I suppose it was repellant that they should go in, make criminals of ~ 


men, by buying for the sake of getting a conviction. You would not approve 
of that. 

A.—You are a severe cross examiner, sir, it was. 

Q.—Would this be a fair proposition, that when you took over the de- 


partment as commissioner of police that the system was repellant and nau- 


seating to you that was in vogue at that time? 


A.—No sir, I did not say that. But what was repellant was the methods — 
adopted to get their quarry. I am a simple soldier, for 30 odd years. It was 
my wish, sir to try on behalf of the Government, that as far as possible the | 


O.T.A. could be merged or affiliated with the police affairs and it was my 


effort to try and bring about much closer co-operation, to bring about more — 
respect for the O.T.A. than I thought had been the case previously, and that —~ 


was my effort, sir, from start to finish. 


But the fact remains as regards the methods adopted, at times they did 4 


not appeal to me at all. 


Q.—Then reading on, General, you are reported to have said this, in © | 


your evidence yesterday, “I read McCutcheon reports. They referred to 


the horrible, repugnant methods used.” What were the “horrible, repugnant 


methods that were used 2” 


A.—Well, sir, you get me down to detail which is rather difficult. 
Q.—Give them to me, General ? 


A.—Well, that was the impression I got in going around to peoples | 


houses, and utilizing women to help to carry out these probes, and the bitter — 
feeling between Courrian and the other officers; and the impression I obtained | 


was that there was an effort, a very determined effort made to get hold of 
this man Courrian to convict him. I had been informed that there was. an 
investigation about this very man before I came into the department. Mr. 
Flavelle told me that they had investigated but were unable to find anything 
definite. I think Mr. Ayearst when he is called will be able to tell you more 
about Courrian than I can, but the fact remains although I was suspicious of 
him I was very sorry to say I could not prove that he was. 

Mr. Frrevson: He was under suspicion, you say? 

A.—Well, he was. I may have been wrong, but that was the common talk, 


that he was, although a very excellent sleuth, at the same time he did a little’ | 


business on the side. Well, that was the talk. I cannot prove it. 


Q.—In other words you could not catch him, could not get your hands — 


on him 2 


A.—Perhaps I was wrong. Mr. Ayearst will tell you more about him 


than I ean. 
Q@.—You were not having a congenial life? 
A.—Well, he was. I may have been wrong, but that was the common talk, 





=| 
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_ | Me. Crarxe: There is a feeling, I think probably an honest feeling, it 
is reported, that the department or the Government, or Mr. Raney—he gets 
all the blame; I think probably he is entitled to it, anyway he gets the blame— 
that you are using a lot of ex-criminals and everything else to enforce this law. 
With your knowledge of a year could you bring about the results that you 
are getting without using that class of people. That is what I want to get at. 
Can you get honest straightforward men to go and get the information you are 
getting and do the work ? 

A.—Well, sir, there is no intention of using the class of men to which 
you refer. We have been taking on men who were to all intents and purposes 
seemed all right. You suddenly found out they had a police record, or found 
out they were not playing the game by the Department. 

Q.—Could you go out and get a man of good character and standing to 
go out and do that kind of work ? 

A.—Almost impossible, sir. 

Q.—Is it necessary to do this kind of thing to enforce the law, in your 
view ? 

A.—I think, sir, if I had been staying on I should have recommended 
several drastic measures, a curtailment of the duties of spotters, as stated in 
my annual report here. 
| Mr. Raney: Did you ever knowingly use or permit to be used, during 
_ your time of office, a man with a criminal record ? 

A.—Not to my personal knowledge, Sir. 
Q.—There may have been dozens on without your knowledge ? 
A.—There may have been; I admit that. 
Q.—Speaking of it being impossible to get honest men— 
A.—Not impossible—very difficult. 
| Q.—We had another man in the box here yesterday Iwas very much 
impressed with. Sam McCutcheon, and according to the statement made by 
the Attorney General he is not working. Why was he discharged. He was 
a clean cut fellow without any record, willing to do the work. I would have 
thought that he is the kind of man the Department would be delighted to 
have ? | 
A.—I remember him going in there; and the incident of his changing his 
name— 
Q.—What was that for ? 
| A.—I don’t know. I suppose to enable him better—he had a much 
better chance of ferreting out these suspected cases. 
Q.—Well, he seemed to me to be a clean cut young fellow. What reason 
is there you could not get lots of men of his stamp ? 
A.—Well sir, because the work is not the kind that would appeal to a 
‘man that we usually employ in every day walk of life. There is one para- 
graph in my report I would just like to show you, it might show you how fore- 
_ ibly the thing was impressed on me. 
“Ag regards the Investigation Department, the greatest difficulty is ex- 
perienced in obtaining suitable persons for the distasteful work of operators 
and special officers for O.T.A. enforcement. The majority of the lawyers em- 
ployed for the defence seek to discredit them by ridicule or alleged Police 
i records, and the bootlegging fraternity lose no opportunity of impugning 
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their character. Unfortunately insufficient inquiry into their antedecents has 
resulted in some of these men being found to have been previously convicted. 
These were immediately discharged and a paragraph in the regulations and 
the new form of application for appointment will, it is hoped, obviate men of 
this kind being employed again. I venture to say that during my term of 
office more criticism and resentment was caused by the employment of these 
men than any other form of law enforcement and personally, if I had remain- 
ed as Commissioner. I woud have advocated much stricter supervision and a 
curtailment of their duties. 

Q.—What do you mean by “a paragraph in the regulations ?” 

A.—I have been drawing up new regulations governing the Provincial 
Police and this paragraph is in it, it is still under amendment and considera- 
tion. I think it can be improved. 

Q.—And what was your suggestion ? 

A.—In regard to this new form, sir, in which the man has to fill up a 
sworn affidavit and three references, and officers who have to do with special 
officers and operators, that is inspectors, are warned to ‘use every possible 
measure to satisfy themselves as to the integrity and characters of the officers 
they employ. 

Q.—I suppose that is the result, one of the results, of what has taken 
place in the past ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Mr. Frreuson: In other words if there is any crook applies he has got 
to make an affidavit he is all right ? 

A.—No sir, but there are three references from persons of repute. 

Q.—When the Attorney General asked you the question yesterday, did 
you ever employ men whosé record was not clean? Your answer was—‘‘None 
was employed to my knowledge. I knew from reports that they had been 
employed later.” 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Now just one other matter, and that is in respect to Mr. Hammond ~ 


and Capt. Collinson, but I don’t want anything of a personal nature. You will 
just confine your thoughts and answers to the three bottles of whiskey you 
spoke of. You said yesterday that there was trouble between Capt. Collinson 
and Mr. Hammond as to the disposal of three bottles of whiskey. Just confine 
yourself to that. 

A.—It was not only that, there was a personal matter in addition. 

Q.—Quite so. I want you to tell me what you know in respect to the 
three bottles of whiskey, that is all. 

Mr. Raney: Will that bring out the other matter? 

A.—It overlaps sir. 

Mr. Lennox: Well I won’t go into it. 

Q.—Now did you know of an operator by the name of Joseph Martin ‘ 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Then there is no use asking you whether he was convicted and kept 
in the employ of the Government ? 

A.—WNo Sir. 

Q.—You know nothing about Slavin ? 


oo 
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}: Q.—You don’t know whether he was employed? 

i A.—No. I heard most of it yesterday or the day before. 

Mr. Frrcuson: You said something that these reports of Mr. 
-Hammond’s office or other office came to you, they were usually the 
original ? 


A.—Oh I heard his name in connection with that Slavin case, that is 


a 


dhs Y es Sir, 
Q.—Long hand? And copied in your office ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Why were they typed ? 
_ A.—Well, the only reason I can give is to make them clearer, and it 
would be necessary perhaps to send copies to other officers. 
_ Q.—Now where would the copies go ? 

A.—-One to the chairman of the Board of License Commissioners, and 
I don’t know whether it is the same copy—I think another copy—to Mr. 
Middleton. 
| .Q.—Of the Attorney General’s Department ? 
) A.—Yesg sir. 
| Q.—These reports were brought to your office and distributed to the 
Officials responsible—the Attorney General’s Department and the License 
| Board. 
1 





| 


A.—If you will permit Capt. Collinson to speak he will be able to speak 


Q.—Was that practice continued after you came back ? 
A.—Yes sir, because Captain Collinson—whether they were all done 
afterwards or at the same time I cannot say. They were all typed. 





Inspector W. W. Dunlop, called, sworn. 


Mr. Lennox: What is your position, Mr. Dunlop? 

_ A.—Inspector of Prisons and Public Charities. 

| Q.—And how long have you been occupying that position ? 
A.—About ten years. 

) Q.—Have you got the rules with respect to the jail? 

(a A.—No. 

| @.—What is the date of that? 

A.—These are the old rules which have now been superseded. They go 
_ back to— 

| Q.—....a great many years. Are there any later? 

| A.— Yes. ay? 

| Q.—I want you to read these rules that were read by the Provincial 
| Secretary yesterday giving us the numbers? . 
_ A.—“Rule 67. Prisoners shall be allowed to see and consult with their 
legal advisors and clergymen at any time on the written consent of the sheriff 
to that effect, and such consultations may, if the legal advisor or clergyman 
desires, be made apart from all other prisoners or officer of the jail. Other 
Persons may be allowed to see and converse with prisoners at such hours and 
such days as the Sheriff shall fix, but all the visits and conversations must 
\ 
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take place in the presence of jail officials and at such times as are most con-_ 
venient to the jailer. as 


Q.—There is one other rule there, with respect to interviewing persons, 
rule 114. 

A.—“No person shall be allowed access to any prisoner for the purpose 
of interviewing him or her with a view of publishing a report of such inter-_ 
view. In the case of a prisoner awaiting trial, however, he may be permitted 
to see his own doctor upon receiving the assent of the sheriff, but the county 

or municipality shall not be required to pay for the services of such doctor.” 

Q.—Now then, when did the parole become law, the Board of Parole? 

A.—It has been going for about 10 years I think. The act respecting the 
Ontario Board of Parole was assented to on April 12, 1917. 

Q.—Five years ago. Now what rules are there if any governing a pris- 
oner on parole ? 

A.—There is a set of that. Where are they? I have not got them. 

Mr. Raney: This person was not on parole. 

Witness: No, he was not on parole. He was on the Extra Mural 
sentence, employment of persons under sentence. 

Q.—When was that passed ? 

A.—11 George fifth, 1921. 

Q.—Last year ? 

A.—Last year. 


Q.—What regulations are there respecting men that are out under 
Extra Mural sentence? What regulations are there with respect to it? 

A.—The Commissioner appointed to administer this particular Act is 
Dr. Lavelle. He is also the chief parole officer and secretary of the Parole 
Board. 

Q.—And who are the other members of the Board? 

Mr. Raney: These other officers have nothing to do with this Extra 
Mural ? ) | 

A.—Oh no. Dr. Lavelle is Commissioner; he is the only one. Col.’ 
Marshall, Judge Coatsworth, are on the Board of Parole. 

Q.—I am speaking of this Extra-mural. | 

A.—There is a Commissioner appointed. I may state when this act was 
put on our statutes it was consolidated in the Ontario Parole—the sections. 
in 148 of the revised Statutes of Canada, respecting jails, industrial farms, 
and reformatories. For instance under section 14 of the Revised Statutes 
of Canada, 148, 11, the Lieutenant Governor in Council of any province may 
determine, make regulations for the purpose of preventing escapes and pre 
serving discipline in the case of prisoners in the common jails or employee: 
beyond the limits of said common jails. And may authorize employment) 
upon any satisfactory work or duty beyond the limits of the jail. 

Q.—That is the Ontario Act you are reading now 2 

A.—That is the federal law. 

Q.—And section 47 refers—I think it is section 47—Have you got thes 
regulations ¢ | 

A.—Dr. Lavelle has them. - | 

Q.—Have you got them in your department ? 
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| A.—yYes....Section 47 ig practically the same in respect to Industrial 
farms... .59 is the subject of the Mercer Reformatory. 

i Q.—Then this Act, instead of having an order in Council, under section 
47 or 14 of the federal law each time, it was put under one Act, the Ontario 
Statutes, under the Extra-Mural law. 

Mr. Raney: Well, when you act now, Dr. Lavelle acts now, he acts 
under the Ontario Statute and under the Ontario regulations and so you 
would need to concern yourself with the Dominion law—(reads) “Authorize, 
direct, or sanction, the employ of any work or duty beyond the limits of any 
jail, industrial farm or reformatory—” 


| Q.—So that these rules that you have sent for they regulate the conditions 
under which the men are let out? 
_  A.—In addition to the rules and regulations I know that when a man is 
on what we call a permit to be working beyond the limits of the institution he 
ds given a copy of the rules to live up to and I think he signs a contract 
‘with the Commissioner, the Act itself under which he is let out and you can 
only allow him out under that Act. 


y 


| @.—Could a man be out and not under these regulations ? 
| A.—I would say they cannot be out otherwise. No. 





| Q.—When did you find that McCutcheon was out under that Act ? 

| Q.—Well, I would actually know if I went particularly over the copy of 

each order in council that I get, the original, or at least when the order in 

council goes through it goes to the Commissioner, Dr. Lavelle, and it has 

been the practice, the assistant Provincial Secretary has directed that I get a 

copy of all these orders in council respecting these permit people, and I just 

keep these on file. I do not work up the information personally. 

Q.—Is there any book kept by you as a record ? 

A.—There is the actual signed certificate of the order in council. 

Q.—Is that not entered into a book ? 

A.—No. 

@.—You just keep the order in council on file? 

A.—Keep the order in council on file. 

Q.—Is there one passed for each case ? 

A.—KEach case. 3 

| Q.—So that McCutcheon enjoying whatever liberty he is enjoying is by 

‘virtue of an order in council passed by this Government? And these are 

put through rather freely—they are a frequent occurrence. 

A.—Common occurrence, 

_Q.—As a matter of fact you asked me when I learned it; I read it in the 

‘Newspaper. 

_— Mr. Fereuson: After his speech ? 

A.—Well, I read somebody’s speech. And I think Hon. Mr. Ferguson | 

asked my Minister a question if this man McCutcheon was one of these permit 
fellows and doing as he pleased. 

| Mr. Ferauson: Was that long before this. speech ? 

| A.—Well, I don’t know. But anyway the Hon. Mr. Nixon, when this 

‘thing came up, I went through our records to discover two or three names 

that had been mentioned and McCutcheon was one of them, and I found that 

McCutcheon had been ‘sentenced and that I had directed on my warrant that 
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he be sent to Burwash. Then, subsequently, a report from the jail official said | 
that he was unfit and that meant to me that he would be unfit for the work 
that we carry on at Burwash. So I directed that he be sent to the Municipal © 
Farm. It was stated that he had something, I think it was pleurisy—something 
like that. | 

Q.—And he went to the municipal farm ? 

A.—Well, I looked this man up in the jail register— 

Q.—When ? 

A.—After the Minister directed me to find out if there was such a man 
out. 

Q.—When was that? 

A.—It would be I would say about between the 18th and 21st of April, 

- because I had McCutcheon in the office on the 21st of April. It was just a 
day or so before that that the Minister directed me to find out if he was doing © 
what had been reported. | 

Mr. Surrn: Due to the question Mr. Ferguson asked him in the House. — 

A.—No doubt. 

Mr. Lennox: It happened anyway after I made charges, which is 
more important. Then, that is the first you know of McCutcheon being out — 
under that Act? ; 

A.—I had no occasion to look it up. | 

Q.—Had there been any communication between you and Dr. Lavelle 
prior to that about it? 


A.—WNo. 
Q.—Between you and the Government? 
A.—No. | 


Q.—Then where did you get the information prior to that that he was | 
out 2 | | 
A.—As I have stated I have the information by a copy of the Order in | 
Council. | 
Mr. Ferevson: It would be in your records. | 
A.—I had no occasion to look it up. | 
Q.—It would not be suggested to you to look it up until Mr. Lennox | 
made his speech. | | 
A.—The Minister directed me to look it up. | 
Q.—Now, you had McCutcheon to your office on the 21st of April? | 
A.—21st of April. a 

Q.—On whose request ? 

A.—The Provincial Secretary. , ‘ 

Q.—What did the Provincial Secretary say to you? 

A.—The honorable Minister asked me first if this man McCutcheon was 
out on permit or how he was out of the municipal farm, and that was the 
cue for me to look it up. a | 

| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Q.—Where did he ask you that? 
A.—In his own office. | 
Q.—He sent for you and asked for you? | 
A.—Undoubtedly. | 

Q.—I want you to tell me just what took place ? | 

A.—He directed me to look up this man McCutcheon’s name to see if he | 
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—atter these remarks had been made in the House, or the claim had been made, 
and, as I recollect it, 1 don’t know whether I was in the House or whether I 


read it in the newspaper, Hon. Mr. Ferguson had asked the Minister a pertin- 
ent question as to whether it was a fact that this man McCutcheon was free 
and doing anything he liked. That was the gist of the conversation with the 
honorable Minister and myself, and he directed me to find out if that was so. 

Mr. CrarKe: What the facts were? 

A.—Yes; I looked up my register. 

Q.—Was anything else said about McCutcheon ? 

A.—Not at that particular moment. 

Mr. Fercuson: You had McCutcheon up on the 21st. Was it the day 
before that the Minister spoke to me about it? Because you telephoned, or 


somebody telephoned, the jail not to let McCutcheon go until half past ten 


next morning ? ‘ 

A.—Well, it would likely be the day before. 

(.—That would be on the 20th? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—....that the Minister spoke to you. Now did he say to you that 
I had made some inquiries and it was on that account, or did he say Lennox 
had made certain charges, and he wanted to know just what McCutcheon 


was doing ? 


A.—Well, I don’t think there was any reference to Mr. Lennox. My 
conversation with the Minister was to discover what McCutcheon’s status was 


at that time and to enable him to answer your question. 


Q.—The Minister said it was because I had made this inquiry that he 
wanted you to look it up? 

A.—That is my recollection. 

Q.—That is what Mr. Nixon said to you and he did not make any refer- 
ence to Col. Lennox at al? 3 

A.—TI do not recollect that. 

Q.—Are you sure? Nothing besides the question put by me? 

A.—No Sir—Was this man out on permit, and was he doing the things 
that had been asked him in the House. 

Q.—Now, just to pursue that a little further. You had read Mr. Lennox’s 
speech ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And it was discussed in the Department, naturally ? 

A.—Not by me. 

Q.—Do you mean to say that you mean to say that you never, after all 


“Mr. Lennox said in the House about McCutcheon, and him being at large, 
that you never spoke to anybody about it. 


A.—I positively declare on my oath that I never talk in my department 
of any speeches in the House. I was schooled under the late Mr. Hanna and 


that precludes me from doing anything of the kind, 
-Q.—I am not asking you if you discussed it with any officer at all. I am 


| asking you if you had discussed the incident that Mr. Lennox had made re- 
ference to, this man being at large, in his speech ? 


A.—No, no. 
Q.—Well, that is remarkable. 
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A.—It ig not remarkable. I read the newspapers every day in the 
week and I never discussed my business or the business of the Department 
with anybody. 

Q.—No matter what reference is made to your department, or the discip- 
line, you never discuss it with your chief or any of the other officers ? 

A.—If any reference is made in any newspaper derogatory of the opera- 
tion of my department I certainly do. | 

Q.—Well, that is just the point. Yet you say that although Mr. Lennox 
had made all these references, which, as you say, would be derogatory to your 
department if true, you did not discuss that with anybody ? 

A.—I fail to get the connection. As I read Mr. Lennox’s speech my 
department was not under criticism. It was the Department of the Attorney 
General. 

Q.—Well, was not he talking about McCutcheon ? 

A.—I think McCutcheon’s name was in his speech. 

Q.—You just think so? You don’t remember ? 

A.—Well, I remember McCutcheon’s name. . 

Q.—Surely you do; it was plastered all over; it was one of the outstand- 
ing features of that speech, was it not, and that was a man that was in your 
charge. Now do you mean to say that did not’so impress itself on you and 
you made no inquiry, or talked about it with the Minister, or anybody else ? 

A.—TI have already stated. 

Q.—I am asking you a specific question; You knew McCutcheon was in 
your charge. You did not make any inquiry, discuss it with anybody, the 
Minister or anybody else in the Department ? 

A.—I discussed the question with the honorable Minister when I was 
asked to do so, in reference to looking up the matters I have already stated. 

Q.—And that was the only time? 

A.—That was the first time. 

Q.—That was the 20th and the speech was made on the 12th or 14th. 

A.—It was before I got McCutcheon in anyway. 

Q.—The Minister sent for you and asked you about McCutcheon. Did 
he tell you to send for McCutcheon 4 

A.—He instructed me to bring him in to find out what he was doing, or 
to get Dr. Lavelle to bring him up, under whose charge he was. 

Q.—And then you sent for Dr. Lavelle ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who telephoned the jail ? 

A.—I did not telephone the jail. It would probably be done by Dr. 
Lavelle. 

Q.—Well, you do not know then? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—You went down the next day for him? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Who went down ? 

A.—I don’t know who went down. 

Q.—Did you send ? 

A.—I did not send anybody. 

Q.—Who did you ask to bring him up? 
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" A.—Dr, Lavelle. 


‘ Q.—And you had not anything else to do with it until he landed in your 

_ office the next day ? 

| A.—No. 

Ff Q.—When he landed there, there was an interview with McCutcheon, © 


_ and who was present at the interview ? 
A.—Mr. Johns, Assistant Provincial Secretary, Dr. Lavelle, the Com- 
missioner in charge of this Act, administering this Act, his assistant officer 
_ Malvinney, the Minister’s stenographer, and myself. 
Q.—Anyone else ? 
A.—No one else. | 
Q.—You were the man who examined McCutcheon, after swearing him ? 
A.—I was. 7 
Q.—Now, you asked him all about his conversations with Mr. Lennox, 
didn’t you? 
A.—I asked him everything that is in that evidence. 


Q.—Well, you asked him a lot of things about his conversation with Mr. 
Lennox ? 


A.—I did. 
| Q.—What had that to do with your duty ? 
| A.—I was instructed by the Minister to learn what violations, if any, 
_ McCutcheon had made in connection with his permit to be out working, and 
to find out if there was any person interfering in any way, shape or form with 
that operation. 
Mr. Frrevson: So you undertook to find out if McCutcheon was break- 
ing his undertaking ? 
A.—That is right, and who was interfering with him carrying it out. 
@.—And you found out he had been up to Mr. Lennox’s office ? 





| A.—Yes. 

| Q.—On two occasions ? 

| A.—Yes. 

| Q.—And you asked him what he had been doing there ? 
A.—Yes. 

| Q.—And he told you he was there discussing his own case? 
A.—Yes. 


| Q.—Now then, that was all that was necessary for you to know to carry 
out your duty, was it not? 
A.—If you read all the evidence I don’t think so. | 
| Q.—Well, is not that all that it was necessary for you to know, that he 
| was down in Lennox’s office consulting him on private business ? 
| A.—No, that was not all I should know. : , 
| Q.—Well, what further should you knew ? ma 
A.—I should know in order to make a proper report to the Minister 
everything in connection with this man’s case, being, as he was, under super- 
vision, sleeping in the jail over night, if he was violating his contract with the 
_ Commissioner and the permit granted to him. 
Mr. Raney: He was still a prisoner to you, and he was still a prisoner 
at that time, and is still? | 
s A.—Is still—and anything in connection with that work. 
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Mr. Feravson: That had all to do with the breach of regulation or 
breach of parole or permit, if you lke to put it 2 

A.—I take it so. | 

Q.—Well, answer me this. Here is one of your questions : 

“Q.—Did you discuss the operation of the Extra-mural Employment 
Act, whereby you were permitted to be out at work ?” 

“A —No, I never said anything more than that I was at the Don Gaol.” 

Mr. Lennox: And also this: “Q.—Well, what other discussion did you 
have with Col. Lennox?’ And you answered: ““A.—He wanted me to identify 
different names on a list of names he had there, and what I knew about the 
different ones that he had marked out with different charges against them. 
He wanted to know if I could corroborate charges against certain names on 
Lb 

And—“Q.—What were some of the names ee 

What has all that got to do with breach of the regulations 

A.—The answer of the prisoner in respect to the next question. And let 
me say here now that I resent any interference. 

Q.—I am not talking about what you resent, but about the regulations ? 

A.—Well, the regulations in force and the order in council permitting 
these men to be beyond the prison would preclude this man from being in 
anybody’s office, except on the business that he was sent by his employer, 
which would be to the lumber company, or, I think he said Rice Lewis’ and he 
had no business in anybody’s office. 

Q.—Do you mean to pledge your oath that the regulations say that he 
cannot go into anybody’s office ¢ 

A.—Well, I don’t do anything of the kind. | 

Q.—So your view of the regulations is he had no business to go into any- 
body’s office ¢ : 

A.—When I say that, it should be patent to any man of common sense 
that a man out on permit, a prisoner, should not be allowed to go to any per- 
son’s office except on the business of the undertaking he had with his super- 
visor, Dr. Lavelle, for any purpose whatsoever. 

Mr. Lennox: I can see we are not going to get along without these re- 
gulations. 

Mr. Fercuson: Then you discovered he had been in Mr. Lennox’s 
office a couple of times 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that was enough for your purpose; he was not observing his 
parole. Was not it? 

A.—That would be part of it. 

Q.—Well, that, is what you were to discover ? 

A.—If I had gone on and found that the prisoner had been intoxicated 
I would want to know who gave him the liquor. If I had gone on and 
found he had been in charge of an officer for stealing I would want to know 
all about that. | | 

Q.—Then why didn’t you ask him if he had been intoxicated if you) 
wanted to learn something about that 4 ; | 

A.—The question is not there, and it was not asked, and I had no | 
occasion to ask it. 
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@.—So that was the line of inquiry you were pursuing, and though you 
might have asked you had not any suspicion of that kind. You might have 
asked him about such things but you did not do it, and you confined your sus- 
picion and your inquiry and the conversation that. took place to Mr. Lennox’s 
office ? 

A.—Not entirely. The evidence is there. 

Q.—So you thought that covered your duty if you found out what he 
said and did in Mr. Lennox’s office ? 

A.—I have not said so. 

Q.—I am asking you? 

A.——I_ didnot. 

Q.—Well, what did you confine your inquiry to then? 

I did not confine my inquiry. 

Q.—Well, take this and point out for me a question which you asked me, 
either where he was working, and the confined entirely to his permit to be 
beyond the limits of his institution, to find out where he was going, and what 
he was doing when he was down town, where he went, and what took place any 
place he was. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you ask such a question as that, what he was doing 
and had been doing? 

A.—TI think se. 

Q.—Well, will you point out any question outside the first two or three 
questions that did not refer to me. 

Mr. Frereuson: There are about two pages referring to that and four- 
teen applying to Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Ranzey: Well, why not. Perhaps for the information of the com- 
mittee you had better read the first three or four pages of the report, begin- 
ning after the witness was sworn. 

Mr. Lennox: May I ask the Provincial Secretary if he instructed Mr. 
Munlop to just inquire about McCutcheon during the two days or all the time 
he was out? ' 

Mr. Nixon: I wanted to know how he was acting while he was out on 
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permit. 
Mr. Lennox: Did you get that information ? 
A.-+T did. 


Mr. Dunuop reads: 

“Q.—Your full name, Mr. McCutcheon ? 

“A.—Henry McCutcheon. 

“Q.—What were you sentenced for? 

‘“A.—Assisting to get up a still. 

“().—What was the length of sentence ? 

“A.—Six months. 

“Q.—By whom were you sentenced ? 

“A.—Magistrate Jones. 

“Q.—Where were you transferred to from the common gaol after sen- 
tence 2" 

“A —-To the common Gaol Farm, Yonge street. 

“Q.—How long were you there? 

“A —Well, I am not quite sure, 





about 38 days. 
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“Q.—What steps were taken to have you permitted to be beyond the 
limits of the Industrial Farm ? 

‘“A.—Major Morrison directed me to write to Ottawa and then to Dr. 
Lavelle and saw Mr. Hammond. Mr. Hammond went to see Dr. Lavelle 
along with Mr. Heslop who guaranteed me work. | 

“Q.—The reason of this being that your wife and family were in 
distress # 

‘““A.—They were. 

“Q,—And needed your support ? 

“A .—Yes. 

“Q.—You understand then that the Commission administering the Act 
respecting Extra Mural (Employment of prisoners under sentence is the 
machinery in operation whereby you were allowed to leave the bounds of the 
Farm and work as a prisoner at some other place, namely, Mr. Heslop’s,—is 
ihat right? 

“A.— Correct. 

“Q.—Where did you sleep every night? 

“A —-T was sick for three weeks with pleurisy and bronchitis, and after- 
wards an attack of pneumonia. I was at home three weeks, and after that 
slept every night at the Gaol. 

“Q,.— After spending two nights in the Gaol, you were permitted because 
of vour ill-health to sleep at home. 

“A.—Yes.” 

“Q.—Did you have a doctor. 

“A.—TI had two doctors. 


“Q—What were their names ? 
“A.—Dr. Hasting, Queen Street, and Dr. Pearson, Weston Road, 


Mount Dennis. Dr. Hastings on Queen Street attended me almost daily and 
sometimes twice daily. 

“Q,—What work do you do with Mr. Heslop ? 

“A JT am not: working with Mr. Heslop now. I am building for myself 
in company with my brother. 

“Q.—What work did you do for Mr. Heslop and how long did you work 
for him after you were permitted to be out of the bounds of the prison ? 

“A Every working day up until last day week. I started on Tuesday 
morning to build a house for myself —last Tuesday week. 


“Q.—What were your hours when you were working with Mr. Heslop? 
“A There were no particular hours as long as I got there as early as. 


T could and worked as long as I could. 

“Q.—Were you paid by the hour? 

“A —-No sir, I was paid $150 for so much work. 

“Q.—Did you get that $1507 

“A Yes, I got one $150. 

“Q.—And that went for the support of your family ¢ 

“A Yes Sir.” 

“Q,—-Where is your wife living now ? 

“A She is living at 4 Whitby street. The furniture was supposed to 
leave itis morning. We are going to Mount Dennis. : 


“Q—-Who gave you permission to leave your employer, Mr. Heslop, as 
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was arranged with the Commissioner when you were allowed to go to this 
work ¢ | 

“A .—No one gave me permission, only Mr. Heslop had not paid me and 
I had not had any money for some months and did not know where the. next 
meal was coming from.” 

“Q.--Why did you break your contract with Commissioner Lavelle ?” 

“A —Well there was never anything said to me that I should not change 
jobs or mentioned anything like that. JI cannot remember Dr. Lavelie ever 
saying if I wanted to change jobs to notify him.” 

“Q.—But whether you did make such an arrangement or not, you 
changed your job.” | 

“A.—I did Sir. 

“Q.—And after you changed your job, did Heslop pay you? 

“A.—No. | 

(Wirness—It will be apparent to you Mr. Ferguson that Dr. Lavelle 
made a contract with the employer to pay this man wages and if he was not 
coming up to the point and paying we will go after him too and make him pay 
the prisoner.) 

“Q.—What solicitor did you engage to look after Heslop?” 

“A.—T did not engage any solicitor. Obee and Black, acting for Mr. 
Heslop, at first used to be my solicitor, and he said that he would see that I 
got all that was coming to me from Heslop. 

“Q.—How much was that? 

“A —It was by contract. There was about $90 coming to the men work- 
ing with me and about $500 due me at that time.” 

“Q.—Did you get all the money? 

“A —-No, there was a balance of $285 coming to me. 

“Q.—How much did you get? 

“4 After paying the men what I did pay, I received about $175. 

“Q.—How long were you sick?” 

‘““A.—Three weeks. 

“(),—Then you started to sleep in the Gaol after you got well? That 
was the arrangement made with Dr. Lavelle? 

“A,—Yes.” 

“Q.---Did veu report regularly to Dr. Lavelle ? 

“A —TI only went to see Dr. Lavelle once. After the one conversation 
with him he made me report back to the Gaol. 

“Dr, Lavette: He reported to Major Basher on my behalf. 

“Q.—What time at night did you go there @ 

“A J started at 7.30 and got an extension to 8 o’clock after my sickness. 

“Q.—You were in there every night before 8 o’clock up to the present 


with the exception of the three weeks that you were sick, when you had per- 
mission to stay home ? 

“A.—Yes. . 

“Q.—Where was this work going on? 

“A — Tots 29 and 30, Drayton Avenue, East Toronto. 

“Q.—Would the nature of the work in which you were engaged bring 
you down town to different manufacturing places or to the City Hall for per- 


mits of any kind 4 


™ 
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‘“A.—It would take me to the Architect’s Department, to the Reid Lum- 
ber Company on the water front. Rice Lewis, Obee and Black, C.P.R. 
building (they were solicitors for Mr. Heslop), A. L. Mason, Dominion Bank, 
Mortgage Brokers, and Osler, Hoskin and Harcourt in the same building, 
acting for Heslop. | 

“Q.—During these periodical trips from your work to these different 
places, how long would you be down town ? 

“A.—Just going to my business and back again. If I had to wait half 
an hour,’ I would wait. 

<@: eo oha you discuss your permit to be beyond the limits of the Muni- 
cipal Farm with any person ? 

“A.—No, not that I know of. 

“Q.—Well, you would be the person to know? 


“A .—Yes. 
“Q.—Then you did not discuss it with any person ? 
“A.—No.” 


“Q.—Did anybody ask you any questions about it? 

“A.—Yes, Col. Lennox. 

“(.—Where did you meet Col. Lennox ? 

“A.—At his office. 

“.—When was that? 

“A.—I do not know the exact date. It may be eight weeks ago. 

Mr. Lennox (continuing examination): Now is there anything else in 
all this evidence that refers to his employment ? 

A.—Well, I would like to go over it and see it before I answer. 

Mr. Frerauson: Now the rest of it is a discussion of what he said to 
Col. Lennox, a discussion of the various men he had been connected with in 
the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act all the way through ? 

A.—Everything there, I take it, is correct. 

Q.—Well, I have gone through it and that is the fact ? 

A.—I would like to peruse it and see. 

Q.—Well, you just peruse it and see if there is anything else except 
O.T.A. enforcement and what he talked to Col. Lennox about. 

Mr. Nixon: I was just going to ask you have you read all the evidence, 
is it a substantial statement of the prisoner 2 

A.—To my knowledge of the young lady who took the conversation down 
I would say it is pretty close to what was actually said. She is a very accur- 
ate stenographer, 

Mr. Raney: This witness should not be expected to speak as to other 
work, : 3 

Witness: I am not a lawyer, and I don’t know if this is under the 
rules of evidence; it is quite apparent if any lawyer goes over this. And I 
am glad I am a bound by rules of evidence. If I want to ask a prisoner a 
question I shall ask him. But Mr. Johns was there as a lawyer and on the 
operation of the Act, therefore, when this man said that it was Col. Lennox 
Mr. Johns was the man to ask him to identify more fully what Lennox. Then 
I asked two or three questions more. 

Mr. Frrauson: Haven’t you heard there is only one Col. Lennox ? 


A.—No. 
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Mr. Nrxon: Has not he a brother in partnership with him? 

Mr. Lennox: No. 

Mr. Nrxon: I thought the prisoner said you had. 

Mr. Lennox: Cousin. 

Mr. Frereavson (reading): ‘Did Col. Lennox say anything during this 
interview that would indicate that you were at that moment under sentence ? 

“A.—Yes.” 

“Q.—He knew that you were convicted and sentenced and that you 
were serving time, and that you were as a matter of fact in his office as a 
prisoner ¢”’ . 

“A.—Yes Sir.” 

“Q.—He knew under what system you were permitted to be out?” 

“A.—T told him I was sleeping at the Don Gaol,” and so on. 

That was not to catch McCutcheon, that was to convict Lennox? 

Mr. Lennox: Is there a single question, the answer to which, in the 
last 12 or 14 pages, that does not relate to this O.T.A.?—Oh yes there is, 
something about General Elliott, and he said money was no object—(reads) 

“Q.—Do you figure that General Elliott owes you any money ?” 
| “A —General Elliott would refer me to Hammond and Hammond to 
- Elliott, and General Elliott would say, ‘I had really forgot, you had better 
_ see Mr. Hammond.’ ” 

Mr. Frercuson: That was all O.T.A. stuff. 

Mr. Lennox: I don’t see how that would assist you in finding out whe- 
_ ther McCutcheon was violating the rules? 

: A.—I thought so, Mr. Lennox. He was telling me about this trouble 
he got into on the still case and he said something about Austin Ross acted for 
him. 
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Mr. Fereuson: That was part of his O.T.A. experience. 
A.—I asked him “when these appointments were made with Col. Lennox 


you were working with Heslop on that job?” 


9) 


“A .—Yes.” 
%. “Q.—That was during the time you were under specific contract with 
_ Heslop ?”’ 


‘A —Yes, in fact Heslop drove me down. 
| “Q.—These two interviews you had with Col. Lennox occurred after 
P six oclock?”’ 
| “A.—Yes.” 
| “Q.—That is, you were not violating your agreement with the Com- 
missioner in going down town and being in an office idle during the time that 
you should be working ¢” 
“A —He would have papers drawn up and I would just look over them 
and if anything was wrong about them would mark them.” _ 

Wirness: Right there I think he means the architect or Obee and 
Black, or someone acting for Heslop. Then I went on: eae 
’ “Q.—What I want to get at, did you break that contract by sitting idly 
“in Col. Lennox’s office” (and I called it idle if he was not there on business 
for his work) “either by interviewing him or waiting for him, when you 
should have been working?” 
“A. —No.” 
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Mr. Fercuson: Now, having gone over it, there is where the talk be- 
gins about Col. Lennox, near the top of page 6, and from that on there are — 
17 pages, five of them are asking the prisoner questions about himself and his — 
activities and the balance of it is an inquiry about what took place in Mr. 
Lennox’s office, how he came to get there and so on, isn’t it? 

A.—Not altogether. j 

Q.—Well, perhaps you can direct me to a few incidental ay but — 
it is pretty hard fishing. 

~Q.—You were asking nothing for Dr. Lavelle? 

A.—Just the instructions of the Minister. ; 

Q.—Then you asked him, “After spending two nights in the Gaol, you © 
were permitted because of your ill health to sleep at home?’ | 

“A.—Yes.” 

Q.—Now did you know he had spent two nights in the jail? 

A.—Dr. Lavelle prompted that question. 

Mr. Hizz: Did McCutcheon ever ask you to look after his wages or his © 
’ balance due on his contract or anything due of that kind ? 

A.—Not that I recollect. 

Q.—He had never complained anybody owed yi anything ? 

A.—Not to me. 

Q.—(reading), “What were some of the names?” 

‘““A.—Charlton, Webb, Henry. He wanted to know if Mrs. Bailey, T. 
I. Gordon and Mrs. Collins were employed or paid by Hammond during 
Bes years 0 cil, Vane 

Q.—Had that anything to do with the inquiry ? 

A.—It had to do with the inquiry. The conversation I was making with — 
McCutcheon was to determine whether he was violating his contract or whe- 
ther anyone was interfering with him at the time he was out, and I asked 
him any question that would come to my mind. 

Q.—And you apparently had all his conversations he had had with Mr. 
Lennox chiefly in mind, because you directed all your questions to that. That 
is what you did? 

A.—I don’t know. He told me where he went and he mentioned Mr. 
Lennox’s name first. 

Q.—That is all right. He did not volunteer these names 4 

A.—I asked him what were some of the names. 

Q.—And he went on to tell what all the names were? 

A.—Yes 

Q. —Then you went on to ask him, “Would you have any intimate know- 
ledge of whether they were or were not working for the Government?” Now 
Ww hat has that got to do with it. You carried on that conversation ¢ 

A. ‘there and I asked him the question. 

Q.—Surely, because the Lennox matter was uppermost in your mind? 

A.—Not at all. The uppermost thing in my mind was the fact that this 
man had been charged or the department had been charged, that this man was 
violating his contract.and that he was also being interfered with during the 
time he was out and I wanted to find out everything. 

Mr. Lennox: Who made that charge? 
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A.—The Honourable Minister said Mr. Ferguson asked him the ques- 
tion in the House. 

Q.—A question ? 

A.—Well, I take that back, it was a question. 

Mr. Frerevson: I think it was rumored he was sleeping at the gaol and> 
being around the city through the day and I asked him if he knew how it 
was ? t 

Mr. Nrxon: You used I think, the words “running.” 

A.—Well maybe he was. | 

Q.—Now you asked him, “You had previously worked for the Depart- 
ment ?”’ 

““A.—Yes, seven years.” 

“Q.—Was there a man named Budway on that list ?” 

“A.—Yes, but Lennox did not discuss Budway’s name very much.” 

Q.—Now what prompted you to ask that question? Do you know any 


_ Budway ? . 


A.=e o: 


Q.—Where did you ever hear of him. 
A.—I happened to be in the House, I think, when the Attorney Gen- 


eral was reading some report and the names of Budway and Courrian and I 


4 


think it might have been Bell. When I went to the jail register I looked up 


the name of Budway, McCutcheon and Courrian to see if we had them in 


custody. I could only find McCutcheon. That was previous to ‘phoning Dr. 
Lavelle to have him brought in. 


Q.—And that is what prompted you to ask him about Budway ¢ 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—It would not, because it had nothing to do with his being at large 


or anything of the kind? 


A.—Well, I looked it up in the register. 
Q.—I know you were not prompted to ask for it by the fact that Lennox 


having Budway on the list would be a breach of discipline on the part of this 


man ? 
A.—Well, my recollection is that I wanted to find out also if any of 


these other names were registered. | 


Q.—You heard Budway’s name mentioned by the Attorney General and 


you knew he was not in your custody ? 


A.—I could not find it. 
Q.—Would you have thought of asking the question if the name had 
‘not been used by the Attorney General ? 


t A.—I do not suppose J would. 


Mr. Fereuson: Now his answer is, “Yes; but Lennox did not discuss 
. - ‘ ”? 
Budway very much. He did not say anything about Budway or Courrian. 
Where did you get hold of Courrian ? 
A.—I did not ask anything about Courrian. Read it again. 
Mr. Frrauson: Well then your stenographer made an error there? 
Witness: Read it again. : 
“Q.—You had previously worked for the Department ¢ 
“A.—Yes, for seven years. 
: a SE) 
“Q.—Was there a man named Budway on that list! 
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“A —Yes, but Lennox did not discuss Budway’s name very much.” 

“Q.— He did not say anything about Budway or Courrian ?”’ 

Well now, did you ask that question ? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—You said not? 

A.—I looked up the three names. 

Q.—Well, Courrian’s name was not mentioned by the Attorney Gen- 
eral. 

A.—Well, I got it somewhere, from the newspapers or somewhere. 

Mr. Ranry: Yes it was; it was one of the names given by Lennox in 
the statement made in the House. 

Wrrnuss: I got the three names and I looked them up. 

Mr. Frrauson: (reading) “He did not say anything about Budway or 
Courrian ?” 

“A —He said, I don’t think I can trust them. What kind of a fellow 
is this Budway? I said, I do not know anything of him. The first time I 
met him he had a liquor warrant in his pockets and my brother and I had 
to go along with him to search places on this warrant. I don’t know whether 
he was setting a trap for me that night in Courrian’s favor or what happened, 
but I had three detectives from No. 8 shadow the men for three hours and 
we stopped at twenty differnt places and Budway was in each place.” 

“Wirness: I did not ask him this. 

Q.—Yes he did. “He did not say anything about Budway or Courrian.” 
That is your question and the rest is his answer. You wanted to know and 
he is giving you the information, and you apparently sat there and let him 
answer whether you wanted it or not. Now that was all during his work 
under the O.T.A. for the License Board, was not it? That was referring to 
the time he was serving as a liquor enforcement officer ? 

A.—Well, I don’t know anything about his employment. 

Q.—Yes you did. He told you here. 

A.—He was working for the Government, yes. 


Q.—Did you ask him here and he told you yes, he was seven years with | 


the Department and this was relating to his work with the Department ? 

A.—I would judge so. 

Q.—Well, don’t you know so? Be fair to yourself. 

A.—I am fair to myself? I am looking after myself. The question is 
plain there, “He did not say anything about Budway or Courrian.” Then he 
went on to tell me what he knew abont Courrian or Budway. 

Q.—Yes, here is his answer. Now that was referring to his activities 
in the employ of the Department was it not? 

A.—Well, it says there— 

Q.—Just answer the question. 


A.— Yes. 


Q.—That was all before he was convicted at all and sent to jail, wasn’t 


it? 

A.—I don’t know that. 

Q.—Oh yes, you knew he was working for the Department before he 
went to jail? Didn’t you? 

A.—I think so, yes. 





| 
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Q.—He has told you so. He says I have worked for seven years for them. 
Now all this information he was giving you was all with reference to the 
work that he performed for the Department before he was in jail at all? 

A.—Well, he goes on— 

Q.—Well, you asked him to give it? 

A.—I asked him that one question. 

Q.—Well, we will see. But that information was all with reference to 
his duty as a departmental official before he was in jail at all. 

A.—And it had general reference to what I was trying to bring out, these 
two things. 

Q.—We will judge of that afterwards. Did this all refer to his work 
as an officer of the Department before he went to jail? 

A.—I will let the answer and the question stand. 

Q.—What did that refer to? What work did that refer to? 

A.—TI will answer you in this way, you could not isolate one question 
without getting it. My whole view was to get whether or not this man was 
violating his contract with the Commissioner and who, if anyone, was in- 
terfering with him. 

Q.—You tell me whether that did not refer to the time he worked for 
the Department. I have read it to you and you can read it again. 

Wirwess (reads): “Q.—Did you previously work for the Department?’ 

“A.—Yes—” 

I did not ask him what kind of a man Budway was. But he says, “What 
kind of a fellow is this Budway?’ His answer would have very little con- 
nection with what I was intending to get out. His answer went on and had 
nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Ranry: Now before you go on I want to submit something to the 
Committee. The suggestion is that this is just wasting time. We have a 
man named McCutcheon comes here and gives us a story in his examination. 
I read questions and answers from this deposition of his and in every case 
with one single exception he expressed doubt, he admitted his answers were 
true, that they were truthful answers. Now we have spent nearly a whole 
hour, I think, with Mr. Dunlop to probe into his reasons for getting these 
answers from this witness. What has that got to do with the items that are 
before the committee. 

Mr. Fercuson: A most remarkable feature of this thing is that a man 
is sent for, a prisoner in the jail, he is brought up here with two gentlemen 
in a high-powered well-cushioned car, taken up into the Chief Inspector's 
office, and what they call in New York third-degree methods to cross examine 
him and find out what he had to do with laying the foundation for the speech 
and the charges that Col. Lennox made in the House and to jearn all about 
what this man knew in anticipation of Col. Lennox calling him here. It 1s 
important to know how much there is behind this, and what the motive was. 

Mr. Raney made another statement, also Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. Nixon: I find that the night the speech was made in the House was 
April 19. I had Mr. Dunlop in my office on the next morning, that would be 
after the prisoner McCutcheon was out of jail, I told him to have him there 
next day, have him put on oath, and find out if he was running loose around 
town. I find this evidence was taken on the 21st of April. 

The Committee then adjourned until Tuesday, May 16. 
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PUBLIC.ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE—MAY 16, 1922. 
The Committee met at 10 a.m., with Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


J. A. Ayrarst, Sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Raney: 


Q.—Mr. Ayearst, you are fairly well known to this Committee I think— 
at least, to the Committee as it was constituted in previous years. You have 
been before us before ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—What is your position in the Department? 

A.—Provincial Inspector. 

Q.—Provincial Inspector under the Ontario Temperance Act ? 

A.—0O.T.A. 

Q.—And your jurisdiction covers the whole Province ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And next over you under the present system is the Commissioner 
of Police? 

A.—Yes, over me. 

_ Q.—And until the rearrangement last year your immediate superior 
officer was Mr. Flavelle? . 

A.—Yes, he was Chairman of the Board. 

Q.—Then, what is the organization under you’ 

A.—Provincial Police, Provincial Police Inspectors, Provincial Officers 
and Special Officers. 

Q.—Who are the men in charge of the special ofiicers # 

A.—Well, Mr. Sarvis, is in charge of a number. Mr. Hammond is in 
charge of a number, and Mr. Lewis formerly—that is the City Inspector— 
Mr. Montgomery was under me for a time. 

Q.—I understand Mr. Hammond has Toronto ? 

A.—Mr. Hammond has Toronto district—at least, I understood he was 
appointed for Toronto district, but his work has been chiefly in Toronto, some 
outside. | . 

@.—He has been sent outside two or three times. Mr. Sarvis has the 
rest of the Province? — | 

A.—Mr. Sarvis covers the Province, anywhere that is required. 

‘ uaay an is, for the special work of enforcing the Ontario Temperance 
ct $ | 

A.—Yes., 

Q.—And the service of these special officers or operators, as they have 

been called, under Mr. Sarvis and Mr. Hammond is supplementary to the 

County Inspectors ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that your system for the enforcement of the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act consists of the County inspectors % 

A.—Yes, I did not mention them before. 

Q.—And then a flying squad, as you might call them, of special officers ? 

A.—Under Provincial Inspectors. 


ee oe a ee ?n? es % 


~ 


eS ee a ee 


, 
} 
Ve 
7 
: 
. 





ee a See ee oe ee oe 


GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. : 443 


Pia inten es ee ee 


@.—Under Provincial Inspectors, of which there-are two ? 

A.—TI think Mr. Hammond is Provincial officer, 

Mr. Frreuson: As I understand it, you are the chief inspector? 

A.—I am the chief Provincial Inspector. 

Q.—You are the first officer to the Commissioner ? 

A.—Under the Board and the Commissioner, 

Q.—You have not. anything to do with the police organization? 

A.—No, nothing whatever, except that all of our ollie are police now. 

@.—I mean under the elidel law ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—And under you come whom? 

A.—Provincial Inspectors. 

Q.—Who are they? 

A.—There is Mr. Sarvis; there is Mr. W. K. Snyder, and there are two 
or three others, but with the exception of Mr. Sarvis, these Provincial In- 
spectors have special work that does not have to ue with the enforcement of 
the law. That is, Mr. Steve Bromley; F. E. Elliott is a Travelling Pro- 
vincial Inspector. Mr. Bromley has to do with enforcement, but pe is away 
in the east end, looking after it there. 

Q.—You mean Tens that have nothing to do with the Latent 
of the Act? | . 

A.—I had in mind Mr. Snyder who looks after the hotels, the sanitary 
conditions, fire escapes, and all that. 

Q.—He looks after accommodation ? 

A.—Yes, the travelling public. 

Q.—Then you have on your staff for the enforcement of the law 
directly — 

A.—Sarvis, and Mr. Hammond, are really the two who are doing the 
work. 

Q.—Hammond is not an Inspector ? 

A.—He is a Provincial Officer, and he has the same authority as an 
Inspector. 

Q.—How is their work divided ? 

A.—Mr. Hammond confines himself chiefly to the City of Toronto. 

Q.—And Sarvis outside ? 

A.—And Mr. Sarvis at the outside points. Mr. Hammond has been 
out some times. 

Q.—Do they control the force that is ordinarily called spotters? 

A.—Yes, when it is turned over to them, they control them. 

Q.—Do ‘they control anybody else ? 

A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—That is what you call special operators ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—So that Hammond’s staff is entirely special operators ! 

A.—Yes. Of course, Mr. Sarvis has three Provincial officers under 


a him, so that when it is necessary to send officers he can send them. There 


are a or three who are Provincial officers, who have constables, authority, 
you see. The special operators are not constables. 
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Q.—These fellows like McCutcheon, and those chaps, have no authority 
as constables ? | 

A.—No. 

Q.—What is the difference between a Provincial Inspector and a Pro- 
vincial Officer ? 

A.—Practically none. -All in the title. 

Q.—They have equal authority ? 

A.—Equal authority, as regards their work, 

Mr. Rayzy: Who are the Provincial Inspectors ? | 

A.—The Provincial Inspectors are Mr. Sarvis, Mr. Snyder, Mr. Brom- 
ley. There is another one, F. E. Elliott, who is travelling Provincial In- 


spector. ; 
Q.—These are the older officers, and I suppose have a little more au- 
thority ? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Dewarr: Did I understand you to say that Hammond’s duties 
were confined to the City of Toronto? Does he not take outside work as 
well ? 

‘A.—I said he did some, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—My recollection was that he had charge of the raid at Port Credit, 
and had charge of the work at North Bay? 

A.—Yes, and I think he was to Hamilton. Port Credit is quite within 
his territory though, because he was appointed for five or six townships here 
in the Toronto district. 

Mr. Ranpy: Q.—Have you been interested in the discussions that have 
been going on, and the charges made against the Department. You are familiar 
with the charge that the Department has employed and kept in its employ per- 
sons of criminal record. The matter is boiled down fairly well in the report of 
Mr. Lennox’s speech in the Telegram of the 7th of April in these words,— 

“Not only has the Attorney General given the work of enforcing the 
Temperance Act into the hands of thugs and criminals, but these 
same characters were and are being kept to-day by Mr. Raney, 
assisting him in the working of the Ontario Temperance Act; men 
who have been convicted and have served terms in jail to his knowl- 
edge.” Is that charge true.” 

A.—It is not true so far as I am concerned, and | don’t know of it hav- 
ing been done. It I understand what a criminal is, I am not a barrister, I 
only know of one or two cases where anybody was ever employed who had 
been previously convicted of being drunk, or perhaps in one case convicted 
of a B.O.T.A. offence. | 

Mr. Fercuson: You know of no cases— 

A.—Except those that have been exposed here. I had nothing to do with 
those whatever. I had nothing to do with the engagement of the McCutcheons 
or Gordon, or any affected in that matter. 

Mr. Raney: What you mean by that is, these men who were employed 
by Mr. Hammond for this work of investigating you % 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And Courian ? 

A.—Yes. I did not know of that. 


| 
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Q.—You had nothing to do with their employment ? 

A -—No. 

Q.—You did employ McCutcheon originally years ago ? 

A.—Yes, quite a number of years ago. 

Q.—You are the officer I suppose directly responsible for the engagement 
of these men. Leave out of consideration for the time being altogether this 


special crusade of Mr. Hammond’s last summer—leaving that out, you have 


been responsible for the employment of these special officers ? 

A.—Yes, until the last two I was consulted on all of them, but during 
the last two years my work confined me to my office almost entirely, and the 
selection of the men was left largely to the officers who were controlling them, 


but they consulted me before engaging them. 


Q.—Did you ever authorize the employment of a man of criminal 
record ? 

A.—Never. 

Q.—Never in your history ? 

A.—No, not if I knew it. 

Q.—Did you ever employ a thug? 

A.—Never. 

Mr. Frereuson: What is a thug? 

A.—I don’t know hardly what a thug is. I know enough to know that 


I never did. 


Mr. Raney: Q.—Did you ever knowingly employ a person of bad 
character ¢ 

A.—Never. 

Q.—In the whole of your career ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Leaying out again this episode here in Toronto last summer, have 
you ever known any other, any inspector—Sarvis or Hammond, apart from 
last summer’s affair, or any other inspector, to employ a man with a bad 





record, or a man who had a bad character? 


A.—No, I don’t know of any. 

Q.—Let me read this to you again, 
“Not only has the Attorney General given the work of enforcing 
the Temperance Act into the hands of thugs and criminals, but these 
same characters were and are being kept to-day by Mr. Raney, assist- 
ing him in the working of the Ontario Temperance Act; men who 
have been convicted and served terms in jail to his knowledge.” 


Is there any truth in that statement so far as you know ¢ 


. 


| 


i 


A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—Would you know if there was ¢ . 

A.—I would know as far as it is possible for one to know. 

Q.—Did the Attorney General ever himself employ one of these men ? 

A.—Not that I know of. . i 3 

Q.—They could not be employed without your knowing it ? 

Mr. Ferauson: There are two years here that you were not responsible 
directly ? Be 

A—When I had the selection of the Provincial otticers— 

Mr. Rayzy: You were always in charge? 
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A.—They consulted me. 

Q.—It is said that it is difficult to get honest, capable men for the work 
of enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act. What is your experience in that 
regard ? 

A.—T don’t think it is. I never had any difficulty in getting good men. 

Q.—What is the character of the men? Take the present time; what is 
the character of the men who are now engaged in this work? 

A.—I think it is as good as could be obtained. I think it 1s good. I 
don’t know of any who are on the list at the present time that anything can 
be said against. 

Q.—And you differ from some others in your statement that there is 
no great difficulty in getting good men % 

A.—No, we have at the present time at least twelve, and possibly more, 
applications lying on the table, and everyone of them appears good to me. I 
have examined them very carefully. I think anyone of them could be taken 
on with perfect confidence. 

Q.—Is there any reason that you know of that occurs to you for the em- 
ployment of criminals? 

A.—No, no reason in the world. 

Q.—Or thugs ? 

A.—No reason in the world. 

Q.—Have women been employed by you! 

A.—Never to my knowledge. 

Q.—And would you know’ 

A.—I think I would. 

Mr. Fercuson: You heard the evidence here that there were a couple 
of women ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—They apparently have been employed ? 

A.—They stated, if I remember rightly—the witness stated that they 
were not employed, but that they were paid for giving information. That 1s 
_my recollection. 

Mr. McCrea: It was piece work rather than salary by the month ? 
| A.—No, they came in and gave information, and were paid for giving» 

‘+ That has been done at different times by different people. 

Mr. Frercuson: I see, when you say employed, you mean regularly 
on the staff ? 

A.—Yes, that is what 1 mean. 

Q.—That is a different thing. The men who are on the staff can go out: 
and buy information from any kind of a crook, and that 1s not employment ? 

A.—The men on the staff, the heads of the staff. It would not be any- 
body else but the Inspector who has charge. He would do that. 

Q.—There may be a distinction there, but there isnot much difference? 

A.—You would not have to buy it. These people are constantly coming 
and offering us information. Some people come simply because they want 
to see law and order observed. 

Q.—You would not say that women had not been employed ? 

4 All I know is what was given in evidence here. 
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: Mr. Ranry: What is the history of H. H. McCutcheon go far as you 
know G 

__ A.—H. H. McCutcheon was employed some years ago. I could not give 
the date. He worked under whatever Provincial Inspector was in charge of 
the work at the time, I think Mr. Sarvis. He worked for some time, and I 
believe was on for a time and dropped out himself for a while, and back 
“again two or three times. I got that impression from Mr. Sarvis. I am not posi- 
tive about that, but I think that is correct. So far as I know, there was no- 
thing against him. He quit. 

Q.—Then it has been said, and it was charged as though it were an 
offence on your behalf, that on one occasion you went bail for him in the 
Police Court ? 

A.—That was recent, Mr. Raney. That was just the beginning of this 
last engagement. | 
—  @.—Was that before the Guelvh trouble? 

A.—Yes, before any trouble I knew of. 

Q.—Did you go bail for him? 
| A.—I did, yes. The cireumstances were that McCutcheon came to some 
of my officers, Mr. Montgomery, or some other, and stated that he knew a 
number of places that were selling liquor. He said he was engaged working 
and could not go to them, but he could show them where they were. He un- 
dertook to do that, not engaged by us at all, but I presume perhaps he re- 
eeived the ordinary reward for giving information. TI cannot follow that up 
because I am not sure, but he came one evening— 

Q.—I do not want to go too much into detail. I do not want to waste 
too much time. Somebody communicated to you the fact that he had been ar- 
rested on the charge of contributing to the delinquency of a girl? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You looked into the facts, and what did you do? 

A.—He went to this place where the fellow was selling, and found out 
he was, and the fellow told him to meet him at a certain spot, and he would 
come there with a bottle, and the officers were waiting. 

Q.—Did you go bail for him? 

A.—He was arrested, and I believed him to be innocent, and I believe 
so still. On Sunday morning I learned he was in jail. 

Q.—And you bailed him out? 

a A.— Yes. | 

| Q.—And when the case came on it was thrown out on the evidence of 
the prosecution ? 


| A.—I did not want him to stay in jail because I did not think he was 
guilty of anything. When it came up it was thrown out without any evidence 
being taken on his behalf. 

| Q.—He was innocent ? 

A.—Absolutely imnocent. , 

 Q.—The next thing was the Guelph trouble 4 

_ A.—T only know that from what I have read and heard about it. I 
know he was working under Mr. Sarvis. 

— Q.—Did you investigate the matter‘ 

| A.—Yes. 
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Q.—What I mean, did you make a special investigation to ascertain 
whether he was guilty or innocent of the charge ‘ 

A.—My impression was it was a frame-up on him. 

Mr. Fercuson: How did you investigate it? 

A.—By discussing it with Mr. Sarvis and the counsel who appeared for 
him, Nicol Jeffrey, that was the chief investigation. q 

Mr. Raney: Then you had nothing to do with his employment after- 
wards here in Toronto ? 

A.—No. Instructions were given from Headquarters to let Mr. Me- 
Cutcheon go, and Mr. Sarvis let him go. 

Q.—After the Guelph incident ? 

A.—Yes, that is as far as I know about him being employed. 

Q.—Did you hear his evidence here the other day ? 

A.—Yes, I think I heard most of his evidence. I don’t know whether 
I heard it’ all. I was not here at first. 

Q.—Do you recall some things he said that you want to refer to? One 
thing said was, as I recall it, that you went into the witness stand and gave 
character evidence for Slavin ? 

A.—Absolutely untrue. 

Q.—That was wrong? 

A.—It is untrue that I gave character evidence. I went into the witness 
box because I was sitting in Court, and he mentioned my name, or some wit- 
ness mentioned my name in some connection. I stood up and asked his ~ 
Honour to call me that I might explain. I explained whatever it was. I now 
do not recollect what it was, but it was only in regard to myself. 

Mr. Feravson: You did not give any evidence at all about Slavin’s 
character ? 

A.—The evidence is there, you can read it. 

Q.—The Attorney General is asking you? 

A.—TI say I did not. 

Mr. Raney: That is the point I am covering. | 

Mr. Dewart: What is the date of that trial? | 

Witness: I couldn’t tell you. | 

Mr. Feravson: You have read over your evidence recently, have you! 

A.—Yes, I have read my evidence. I couldn't remember what I said. 
I read it over recently. | 

Q.—The Attorney General has a copy. The rest of us have not. 

Mr. Raney: I have not read it either. 

Wirness: And it was only within a very few hours that I saw it. 

Mr. Dewart: Did you say October, 1920 % 

A.—I fancy it was. 

Q.—Who all were charged in that case? | 

A.—Slavin, McCutcheon, and I think the other man’s name was Gross. 

Mr. Ferauson: You say you did not give character evidence. You are 
not saying that as a matter of recollection. You are saying it because you! 
read this evidence last night | 

A.—Yes, both. ; 

Q.—Can you say that outside of the evidence you were not asked by 
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the Magistrate anything about Slavin’s character, 
and it not be taken down ? 


A.—No, I was not asked about Slavin’s character, or MceCutcheon’s, 
either one. 


because you might be asked 


Mr. Ranry: H. H. McCutcheon made some mention of a man named 
Cohen. Do you recall what he said about him? 
A.—A man named Cohen eame to my office seeking employment. I ex- 
previous work and character, and everything 
seemed satisfactory. I had never seen him before. Then TI called Mr. Ham- 
mond, and told him I had examined into his record, or lack of record, his 
record in one sense, that apparently there was nothing against him. He in- 
formed us that he knew of a number of places in the city where liquor was 
being sold, where he could aid them in bringing the culprits to justice, and I 
turned him over to Mr. Hammond. Myr. Hammond utilized him for a while— 
I don’t know with what suecess—then I believe he was turned over to Mr. 
Sarvis. Mr. Sarvis had him for a while and let him 20. 

Mr. Raney: As I recall it, the statement made by McCutcheon was 
that he was employed by the Department with knowledge that he had a crim- 
inal record ? | 

A.—Nothing of the kind. I have no such knowledge yet. 

Mr. Frrevson: How did you examine into Max Oohen’s record? Did 
you question him for a while ? 

A.—Yes, I questioned him perhaps 15 or 20 minutes, just the questions 
about the same as appear on the form they sign now, but we had no form 
then. 

Q.—There is a possibility, if a man is a smooth and successful liar, 
that he could fool you? 

A.—Oh, yes, there is that possibility. We inquired at the Police Office 


if they knew him, and so on. 


Mr. Raney: Sam McCutcheon referred to a case the first ease that he 


| had under Mr. Hammond ? 


A.—The first case he had was Charles Zenner. 

Q.—He said they had seized over 100 bottles of whiskey, and that the 
“amount accounted for was 120 bottles, or thereabouts, less than the amount 
seized. eis: 

A.—I remember the case, and I remember the men coming in and re- 
| porting; and I remember the liquor being taken under my orders down to the 





warehouse, and I obtained a receipt. The receipt from the warehouse was 
‘sent to us, and I think you have it in your hand for the liquor that was taken 
down. i 

 Q.—TIs that it (handing paper to witness) ? 

: A.—Yes, that is the receipt. ' 
Q.—What does it show? A.—Nine and six-twelfth dozen turned in, 114 
bottles. . . 
| Be, Mr. Frercuson: Q.—TIs that a receipt for the shortage? A.—That is a 
‘receipt for what was turned in, and it is there now. | 

| Mr. Raney: Q.-—Had you ever any reason to believe that there was 
any shortage as between the quantity seized and the quantity turned in? 

| A.—Never on any occasion have I had occasion to believe that there was 
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a single bottle shortage in what was seized not being turned over to the proper 
authorities. 

Q.—There was another case which Mr. Lennox referred to in the House. 
He charged very specifically that an officer named Smythe, and I think 
another officer named Baugh, had stolen some liquor that had been brought to 
the house of a man Budway, at that time with the Department ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was there any truth in that 4 

A.—No truth whatever. — : 

Q.—What were the facts in that case ? 

A.—The facts in that case were, I was informed that some man, I did not 
know whom, would supply 15 cases of liquor to Mr, Budway at his house, and 
he phoned me that the man was going to deliver the liquor that night. I 
then asked Mr. W.D. Greer to give me two of his officers to go down and arrest 
the man that supplied the liquor. Mr. Greer gave me those officers. I didn’t 
know who they were, Smythe and Baugh, and they went to the house. Three 
men came with 14 cases instead of 15, and they carried in some of the liquor. 
I am speaking now from what came out in Court. I was not present, of 
course, but the officers were there and arrested the man, and the liquor next 
morning on my order was taken by our own officers in autos to the warehouse, 


and it has there been piled up since, because it was bogus liquor—it is called 


McCallum Scotch. It could not be used. 
Q.—Is there any truth in that statement 4 
A.—No, no truth in that statement of it having been stolen by them. 
Q.—And the whiskey is still there ? 


A.—The whiskey is still in the warehouse, and can be seen by anyone 


who cares to go down to see it. 
Q.—There was a man named Nash referred to? 


A.—I don’t know much about Nash; I know he was employed by Mr. | 


Hammond. 
Mr. Dewart: Q.—Is he the man who got into trouble about a still? 


A.—Not that I know of. 

Mr. Raney: Q.—There is a man who was much talked about in the | 
evidence of McCutcheon, and his name was linked up with yours in a sinister 
way | 
: AT heard the evidence that there was suspicion attached to me. 

Q.—I want you to tell the Committee about Courrian ? | 

A.—Mr. Courrian came into my employ in 1906 I think. T think the first. 
fall that I was here, about that time. The first time I knew anything about: 
Courrian was, I engaged three detectives from, I think, the Toronto Detective. 
Agency, to go to Owen Sound. Owen Sound was a bad spot in those days, 
violating the local option law. They went there and they turned in to me 
some twenty odd eases, when they came back to Toronto. Then I took the three 
of them up and the first night that we were there at one o’clock Mr. Courrian) 
came to my door and said, “Those two fellows went out and have not come: 
in.’ I got up at once, and got in touch with the Inspector and the Police’ 
Magistrate, and asked him to have the cases enlarged without my being present) 
next morning, and T began to look for those men. ' | 

Q.—This was seven or eight years ago? ! 
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__ A.—This was I think in the fall of 1906, or early in 1907. I left in the 
uight time, came down two railway stations and held up the train in the morn- 


ing, and went through it, thinking they would slip on at another station. 


‘here was nobody on the train. I got word from Eudo Saunders in Toronto 


_ that one of the men had turned up at his office, and given him $50, saying 
_ that he had been forced to go away with the other fellow. This was a private 
_ detective agency man. 


Mr. Frereuson: Q.—Are these the men you got through Greer ? 
A.—WNo, this in my first experience with Mr. Courian. Mr. Courian re- 


-imained. He said, “I think they have left.” I said, “Go to their room and in- 
_ vestigate.” He came back and said, “There is not a thing left except a pair of 


old grips not worth 50 cents.” I concluded they had skipped. I was suspi- 


cious of the actions of the conductor on the train going up, as he was in con- 


stant communication with one of the men who had formerly been a railway 
man. However, the one man went out with the other fellow; they were 


surrounded by a number of men, as it came out in evidence. Charles Ste- 


wart was the man who came and gave the money to Mr. Saunders, He said. 


he was afraid of his life they would slaughter them if they did not go away. 
- He did not take any money, but the other fellow got a big roll, and they were 


shoved on to a freight train in the night, and came down as far as Orangeville 


and got the other train at Orangeville in the morning. ‘This other fellow 
handed Stewart $50, and as soon as Stewart got off the train he went up to the 
Parliament Buildings and handed it to Mr. Saunders, and told him the whole 


story. I arranged for an enlargement for two or three days, and got this other 


fellow and went back. One of the men got away from the city and went to the 


other side and never came back for years. I took Stewart back, and with 


Courian there got a conviction in every case except one. Mr. Courian re- 


mained perfectly solid in that. 
Mr. Raney: Q.—You have given us that lengthy recital to show us— 
A.—Mr, Courian is an Armenian and very dark. He looks like an 
Italian, and Mr. Beckett said, “It is a funny thing a young Irishman and a 


Canadian going back on us, and this man a foreigner standing solid.” 


Q.—At all events, that was the start of your confidence in Courian { 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Has he been with you ever since 4 

A.—He was not with me then, but a few months later I engaged him. 

Q.—Has he been with the Department ever since ? 

A.—He was with the Department until I left to go West in August, 
1911. I went west to Edmonton. I was away about 15 months, and Mr. 





Hanna sent for me to come back, and when I came back, shortly after I came 


back, Mr. Courian came to me and I took him on again. 
Mr. Ferevson: Q.—Courian had been dispensed with then too? 
A.—I think he had dispensed with himself, 
Mr. Raney: Q.—He was let out or retired when—last December ? 
A.—He resigned, I think it was October. 
Q.—Had he been with the Department during the entire period between 
_- A.—Yes, since I came back until then. He was away to Armenia for 
perhaps four or five months during the War. 
—  Q.—During all that time were there any charges made against him ? 
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A.—No direct charges made against him. 

{).—Was he in any trouble at any time? 

A.—Yes, on one occasion, just before Mr. Flavelle left the Board last 
sear, the very last day, or the second last day he was there, in going over his 
papers he found a letter charging Mr. Courrian, unsigned, which said that Mr. 
Courrian was standing in with some of the blind-piggers, persons I can’t recall 
the names of now. It was six weeks old or more when I got it. Mr. Flavelle said, 
‘'This should have come to you long ago.” I said, “It is very strange it should be 
left in there so long.” He said, “I never saw it before,’ and the excuse given 
cventually was that it was a confidential thing that came in there. I investi- 
vated, and I knew the writing as soon as I saw it, and I at once asked Mr. 
Flavelle to summons these people at once. 

Q.—What people ? 

A.—Who this stated had made statements about him. 

Q.—You investigated that ? 

 A—Yes. One got away to the States. Another was ill at the time. He 
said he knew nothing against Courian in the world, except what people told 
him, 

Mr. Feravuson: Q.—Who wrote the letter ? 

A.—Mark Heaton. 

Q.—Was he employed there 4 

A.—He was a man employed there, and he was called before Mr, Fla- 
velle to give evidence, but he didn’t know anything, only he said people had 
said things to him. | | 

Q.—Was he retained ? 

A.—I think so. 

Mr. Raney: Q.—He was let out some months ago? 

A.—He was let out some time ago, but I don’t think he was let out for 
that at that time. He was only reporting what he had heard. 

Q.—You have heard H. H. McCutcheon’s story about Courrian told here 
before the Committee ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What have you got to say about it? 

A.—I don’t believe a word of his story. 

Mr. Ferevson: Q.—Are you going to give character evidence for 
“ourrian ? | | 

A.—No, I am not, not as far as I know. The other officers can give you 
lirect evidence as to any of these statements, I cannot. 

Mr. Ranny: Q.—Notwithstanding what has been said, you still have 
confidence in Courian ? 

A.—I don’t believe Mr. Courian ever did a crooked thing. I don’t 
lnow of any place he did a crooked thing, and I can’t believe it until it is 
proven. . 

Mr. Frerevson: Q.—In the face of all this evidence, about his being in 
league with blind-piggers and that sort of thing, circumstantial evidence that 
has been recited here, you do not believe it? 

A.—TI don’t believe those things. 

Mr. Ranny: Q.—And in all the years of experience you had with him. 
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A.—In every case I entrusted to him he carried it out to my satisfaction, 
and I never knew of one case where there was any corruption. 

Q.—Sam McCutcheon was brought here to give evidence to corroborate 
his brother I suppose. Did you notice that in each of the four cases he was 
concerned in he had secured convictions in all of them ? 

A.—I think there were convictions in all four. 

Q.—And they were all cases in which he was trying to get something on 
Courian ? 

A.—I don’t know that. 

Q.—He himself said that; that is what he was there for. Now, about 
Sam McCutcheon, a good-looking young man, why was he dismissed ? 

A.—He was not dismissed, I think. As far as I could find out, he left. 
I think he said he left because he was afraid he might be taken up for perjury. 
I have questioned Mr. Montgomery. since, and he said he had not dismissed 
him, | 

Q.—He engaged himself under a false name with the Department ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Does the Department ever take on a man under a false name know- 
ingly ? 

A.—No. 

~Q.—What have you to say about this man? 

A.—He came to my office with Mr. Gordon. I knew Gordon’s face, al- 
though I could not place him at the time, so many men come and go, and after 
he was in a moment, Gordon said, “You know me?’ I said, “I know your 
face.” He said, “I am Gordon.” “Oh, yes,” I said, “You are the man who was 
at Kitchener and got the large sum of money and went to Regina.” I said, 
“How much did you get?” He said, “I am not going to tell you what I got. 
I said, “What did you come here for?’ “We have no use for you in the 
world. You are liable to be arrested for obtaining money under false pre- 
tences.”” He got some money from Mr. Sarvis for expense account, and had 
not made any return. I said, “You had better go. I am sorry for you—sorry you 
put yourself in that position, a young man like you;” and he went away. 
Sam jumped up, and with great indignation he said, “If I had known you 


5 = 7 voy j 
were that sort of fellow, I wouldn’t have come here with you at all,” yet his 


evidence showed he had known him for some time before. He pretended to be 
very indignant at Gordon—the idea of a man of that character asking him 
to come there and look for work. I said, “What is your name?” He said, “My 
name is “either Dunn or McDunn. I asked him where he lived, and he told 
me. I went on with all the usual questions, examined him all the way 
through. He appeared to be all right, and then I called My. M ontgomery and 
let him take him, and talk to him a while; and Mr, Montgomery took him on 
by the week. He said he knew of a number of places where they were selling 
liquor, and he could secure evidence for them. He looked all right, and did 


all right. He remained four weeks. During the third week, or at the end 


of the third week, I think it was, his name came out in that last case—that is 


‘the Jarvis case—somebody knew him, came in and reported to me. I believe 


he disappeared. The books show that he went to work with Mr. Hammond 
the next day. 
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Mr. Raney: Q.—Reading from H. H. McCutcheon’s evidence at page — 
463 on the 10th of May :— : 
“Any other cases you know where men have been kept in the employ of © 
the Department after they have been convicted? A.—Not that I can recall. | 
“Q.—-Now do you know whether Mr, Ayearst knew of any of these men — 
having been convicted $ | 
‘““A.—IT know of one case. é 
“Q.—What case was that? 
“A.—Slavin. 
“(.— When was he convicted ? 
‘A —Two or three times for selling liquor.” 
A.—I don’t know of him being convicted but once. That was a case I had 
to do with. 
Q.—Did you ever employ Slavin ? 
A.—Yes, that was many years ago, four or five years age that Slavin was 
convicted. 
Mr. Dewarr: Q.—About the 6th of December, 1918, if I recollect cor- 
rectly ? | 
A.—I employed Slavin as a special officer after that for two months, with 
the knowledge of the Board, perfectly understood. It was probably a couple 
of months after he was convicted. 7 
Q.—What year @ | 
A.—It was in the old Government. It would be probably in 1918. 
Q.—Or the early part of 1919 ¢ | 
A.-I don’t think it was an,1919, | 
Mr. Raney: Q.—That is put forward as being something for which 
this Government is responsible ? | 
A.—Nobody is responsible except myself associated with Mr. Flavelle. 
The way it occurred was this; this man was convicted, and he came up to the | 
Department claiming great poverty, and all that. We had two men at 
Welland, foreigners; we required a third. After talking it over with Mr. | 
Hammond, we put this man on. He went there for two months; the matter | 
was wound up, and he was let go. | 
Mr. Dewart: Q.—Was that the occasion when the fine was reduced | 
from $1,000 to $400? 
A.—The first conviction the fine was, yes. 
Q.—You employed him at Welland after that ? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Raney: Q.—Have you employed him since this Government came | 
into power ¢ | 
A.—WNever. : 
Q.—H. H. McCutcheon had a long story to tell under protest about the | 
conviction of a man named Joynt at Shallow Lake? | 
A.—I don’t know anything about that at all. 
Q.—Have you recently received a memorandum from Mr. Beckett, the | 
License Inspector ¢ 
A.—I did, yes. Mr. Beckett sent me a memorandum about the convie 
tions against that man. 
Q.—The memorandum reads:—‘January 25, 1918, “Information laid { 
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against Thomas Joynt, section 41, convicted February 4; fined $200 and 
costs, August 14th, 1918, information laid against Thomas J oynt, section 55, 
convicted August 19th, fined $25 and costs. 

“January 29th, 1921, information laid against Thomas J oynt, section 40, 
convicted February Ist, 1921, fined $500 and costs. This man was fined at 
least twice for being drunk in North Bruce before the present Act came into 
force. I was a witness against him in one of the cases.” : 

Q.—So he was an old offender apparently. You recall that H. H. McCut- 
-cheon swore that he had himself on that occasion committed perjury ? 

A.—I do recall that. 

Q.—Had you heard it before ? 

A.—No, never heard a word of it before, know nothing about it at all. 

Q.—I won’t ask whether you believed him or not. Reflections have been 
made upon an officer named Grant Fielding. It is said that he has done 
things that were irregular and dishonourable 2 

A.—I know of nothing. 

Q.—He is a very clean-cut, fine-looking fellow. Is he a returned soldier, 
do you know? 

A.—I am sure he is, yes. 

Q.—How long has he been with the Department ? 

A.—I couldn’t tell exactly. Mr. Sarvis can enlighten you on that. 

.—Something has been said about a man named Martin. It is said he 
was retained after knowledge he had committed some offence ? 

A.—You will have to ask Mr. Sarvis about that too. He was under Mr. 
Sarvis. I know he was let go when Mr. Sarvis heard it. 

Q.—Partridge, he is a man who figures as one of the criminals and thugs. 





| Ts Partridge a criminal and thug ? 


_A.—WNot in any sense. 

Q.—Tell us about him ? 

A.—He worked with the Department a number of years ago, and he 
resigned in perfectly good standing; could have had a strong testimonial from 
an)body in the Department as to his work and honor. He went West. Just 
before he was employed he wrote us from Calgary stating he had sold his home 
and would like to come back to Ontario, and if there was any work he would 
be very glad to work for us. We were very hard up for a competent official at 
Fort Frances at that time, and I said, “You come on to Fort Frances, 
and we will send on your authority to go to work there.” We had a man there 
as inspector. I said, “Go to him. He will give you all instructions.” Part- 
ridge came on there and went to work at Fort Frances. He remained there 
for some months, and then he had some trouble there with Crown Attorney 
Croome, and he assaulted Croome, aceording to the reports, and I believe a 
trial was held. He was convicted and paid his fine. As soon as we got word 
from Mr. Croome that he had been assaulted, Mr. Partridge was suspended. 


The order of suspension was sent on at once by wire. After the trial he came 


‘to Toronto, explained matters to me, and I sent him up to General Elhott to 
explain everything to General Elliott and General Elliott was so well pleased 
with his appearance and that, and the story he told, that he was put on again. 
Q.—He is on now? 
A.—He is still on. 


ae 
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@.—Has he made good ? 

A.—Proved very efficient. 

@.—He made one mistake ? 

A.—Made a mistake there in hitting that man; that is, from our stand- 


point. 
Q.—Would you classify him as a thug and criminal? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Is he a returned man ? 

A.—Yes, a South African veteran, Toronto boy, born in Toronto I be- 
lieve, from respectable people. 

Q.—You recall Lloyd Gordon. He was here and gave evidence 2 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The young man who ran away from Kitchener after being bribed by 
some men there. What did you know about him? | 

A.—I have mentioned that already, in speaking about when he came in. 
I don’t know anything more about him than that. He was with Mr. Sarvis. 
He was with McCutcheon’s for Mr. Sarvis. He went wrong there. We never 
had anything more to do with him. 

Q.—After he came back to Toronto Mr. Hammond took him on for a 
short time in this cleanup business ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. | 

Mr. Frrevson: Q.—He was on the staff some place ? 

A.—I understand he was working for Mr. Hammond. 

Q.—Mr. Hammond is under you? 

A.—He was not acting under me at that time. I had no authority over 
his employing and dismissing men. He had perfectly free command to engage 
or dismiss his men as he chose. I occasionally took men to him when they 
came wanting work, saying, “Here is a man I think will be all right.” 

Mr. Ranzny: Q.—What is the general policy of the Department in the 
enforement of this law, so far as the employment of men is concerned ? 

A.—I can tell you what instructions I have received, what methods I 
follow. 

Q.—Go ahead ? | 

A.—We have had instructions always from the time I first came here to 
be careful in the selection of men. 

Q.—Under the old Government ? 

A.—Yes, under all Governments, not one of them but what that was the 
policy, that they instructed us in whenever we received instructions. My own 
method has been to be as careful as possible to receive no one except some one 
we could positively trust in regard to their work. 

Q.—You recall that some men did get by 4 

A.—Yes, we have let a number go quietly, not a great number, but quite 
a percentage have been let go at different times because we were afraid 
they were not just right. 

Mr. McCrea: Q—Were any let go that you hired, Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How many ? 

A.—I couldn’t tell you over the twelve and fifteen years. One now and 
then, Mr. McCrea. I can reeall three or four in my mind that turned out bad. 
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pies found out that they had gone wrong in one ease, something of that 
in 
Mr. Frerevson: Q.—Couldn’t be relied -on? 


A.—Yes. 
Mr. McCrea: Q.—Then it is difficult at times to get men that do not go 
wrong ? 


A.—Just the same as in anything else. 

Q.—This man Lloyd Gordon, you say he went wrong. He was subse- 
quently employed by Mr. Hammond? Q ‘ 

A.—Yes. I didn’t know anything about that. 

Q.—What authority would Mr. Hammond have to take on Mr. Gordon? 

A.—Mr. Hammond had a free hand to employ and release his men as he 
saw fit. 

Q.—When did he get that authority ? 

A.—I don’t know, but he acted on that authority anyway. I think that 
some of the orders I have received from General Elliott would carr y that out 
that are in the files, in which I was told I had nothing further to do with the 
investigation, that Mr. Hammond would look after that. 

Q- —It is clear in this Gordon case that he did go wrong to the Pareyed ie 
of the Department and its policy, and he was subsequently employed by 
Hammond, who was a man who had the authority to employ men for the pur- 
poses for nahh he took Gordon ? 

A.—lIt looks that way to me. 

Q.— Ii the policy was as you have told the Attorney General it was, why 
was that done? 

A.—You will have to ask those who did it. I would not have taken him 
on under any consideration. 

Q.—As a matter of policy, it was contrary to instructions ? 

A.—Contrary to mine. 

Q.—And also contrary to Hammond’s? 

A.—I didn’t hear his instructions. 

Q.—So that there may be different instructions as to the pale ler 
of this act? 

A.—I don’t know that there is. I don’t think there is, but he went to 
General Elliott and got his instructions. 

Q.—Would your instructions permit you to hire Gordon ae te you knew 


he had gone wrong ? 

A.—-No: 

Q.—What instructions would permit Hammond to do it? 

A.—I don’t know. | 

Q.—And Hammond is still carrying on for the Government ? 

A.—Yes. Of course, I don’t know whether Mr, Hammond knew this or 
not. . 

Mr. Raney: Myr. Hammond, will be back again, 

Mr. Ferauson: Q.—Hammond is a good officer ? 

A.—I found Hammond did a lot of very good work. 

Mr. McCrea: Q.—Don’t you think in view of what you have told us 
here this morning to be the policy and instructions of the Department, that 
some explanation must be forthcoming to square this policy, which you lay 


j 
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down as the policy of this Government, with the employment of a man that 
you know is wrong ? | 

A.—I can’t give any better explanation than IT have. 

Mr. Ranny: Q.—You did hear it said that neither Gordon or H. Hi. 
McCutcheon was employed in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
Act? 

A.—Yes, I did hear that. 

Q.—They were employed to investigate Courian @ 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Ferovson: Q.—Courian was engaged in enforcing the Ontario 
Temperance Act? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And evidently it was thought that he was not to be relied upon ? 

A.—By some people, yes. | 

Q.—And to investigate the responsibility and reliability of an officer 
engaged in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act is an important 
factor in the administration of the law, isn’t it? 

_ A.—By those over him, yes. : 

Q.—So an investigation of Courian within the Department is a very 
important feature in connection with the whole enforcement of the law, isn’t 
it? The investigation of any of your officers to ascertain whether they are to 
be relied upon or not, is a very important feature in connection with the whole 
enforcement of the law? 

A.—yYes, by the proper persons. 

Q.—Why do you say that? 

A.—Because I think that any complaints about Courian should have 
been turned over to me at once and I should have been allowed to investigate 
them. . 

Q.—Why, if Hammond had the right to hire him ¢ 

A.—He did not hire him. He had nothing to do with him at all. He 
was working under Mr. Montgomery. 

Q.—You just told us that recently, without fixing any date, the policy 
was somewhat changed, that you no longer hired men ? 

A.—I did not. He was on long before Mr.— 

Q.—He had charge of the men and you had not! 

A.—No, he had charge only of the men he used himself. 

Q.—Didn’t he use Courian ? 

A.—Courian may have gone along sometimes to help them in a raid or 
search. He was not under Mr. Hammond at all. 

Q.—I have not got yet then the way your organization was completed ? 

A.—Mr. Courian was working under Mr. Montgomery, a city inspector, 
at the time. 

Q.—What had he to do with Hammond ? 

A.—Nothing whatever. 

Q.—You say Hammond had no business investigating any officer’s con- 
duct 2 

A.—He might have made it his business. He should have reported to 
me, however. | 

Q.—He is a superior officer in the Department? Wouldn’t it be proper? 
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A.—He was exactly on the same standing as Mr. Courian. They were 
both Provincial officers, except that he had charge of this squad of men, which 
Mr. Courian had not. . 

Mr. Ranzry: Q.—Do I understand at that time there were two in- 
spectors in Toronto, Montgomery and Hammond, working independently 2 

A.—Mr, Hammond was not really an inspector. He was in charge of the 
Toronto district. Mr. Montgomery was the only inspector then. There had 
been two. Mr. Lewis, but Mr. Lewis has resigned. 

Q.—Courian was directly under Montgomery ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Fercuson: Q.—Now, you have told us about how you. examined 
into the character and responsibility of applicants for positions, and you did 
that in every case ? 

A.—Every case that came before me; at that time we were not using a 
form but we examined them just the same as if we had a form. 

Q.—You took the fellow in your office, and asked him all about himself, 
and his past, and so on? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you accepted his story 2 

A.—Not always. We made inquiries sometimes if we knew anywhere we 
could. We usually found out where he was working, and made inquiries there 
sometimes. 

Q.—When was the change made that you spoke of 2 

A.—In regard to the forms? 

Q.—No, engaging of men? 

A.—You mean in regard to making them sign a form and take the de- 
claration it is correct ? | 

Q.—No, the kind of fellows we have been hearing about here would take 
an affidavit without any trouble? 

A.—Some of them would I expect. | 

Q.—After all you have heard, listening to the evidence, are you pre- 
pared to say that the Department has not had in its employ men that were un- 
reliable, and should not have been in the employ of the Department ? 

A.—I will say I never engaged one knowingly of that character. 

Q.—I did not ask you that? 

A.—Regarding some of the men who were working, I would not have 
employed them, nor would the head of the Department, had it been known. 

Q.—Who are you speaking for? . ' 

A.—I am speaking for the Attorney General in that regard. His notices 
sent to us are extremely strong in that regard. 

Mr. Curry: Q.—Are they stronger than they used to be? 

A.—Well, they kept emphasizing them one after the other. 

Q.—Ever since he has been Attorney General ? 

A.—Yes. He would apparently find something, and send on another 
memo over to us about something—“Be more careful.” They were straight 
memos, asking us to be very careful. Further than I would go myself in 
some things. , ‘ 

Q.—You say you have about twelve applications on your table now 2 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Any one of whom would be accepted ¢ 

A.—They appear to be. They are mostly returned soldiers. 

Q.—You would be prepared to take on now any one of them ? 

A.—I would be prepared to try any one of them. 

Q.—That means take them on? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—What examination have you made into their records? 

A.—Examined them very carefully, and written to their references. 
Some of those on the table their references have not been written to yet. Two 
or three of them have been cut out that otherwise I might have put on because 
of the reply in the references. They have no chance to get on. The others 
that are left there have a chance to get on. 

Q.—You evidently thought McCutcheon was all right when you took him 
on years ago ? 

A.—Yes, he appeared to be all right. 

Q.—Had he done good work ? 

A.—Yes. , 

Q.—Have you anything to say about that now? Would you take him on 
now ? 

A.—I certainly would not. 

Q.—You told us he quit ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—What happened to him ? 3 . 

A.—He was let out by Mr. Sarvis. I don’t know what happened in 
connection with Hammond. Mr. Sarvis let him out. I didn’t suppose he 
would ever be employed again. 

Q.—You said you examined into Cohen’s record ? 

A.—I questioned him about where he lived, who his parents were, what 
he had been working at, how old he was, what he had been working at for 
different years—pretty nearly everything that appears on the paper. Every — 
answer was right up straight apparently. 

Q.—He passed muster anyway ? 

A.—I didn’t know who he was. I had no idea who the man was 
except what he told me. Of course, an inspector when he takes on a new man, 
watches very carefully just how he acts, and if he finds things are not right, 
he is let go. They are given to understand when they come on, that they 
are liable to be let out at any moment. They must take the position with that 
understanding,—that is, a special officer. They are only temporary officers 
anyway. | 

Q.—Temporary, at the will of the Department ¢ 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Speaking about Courian, you said there were no direct charges made ~ 
against Courian, but there was some suggestion 2 

A.—Yes, there was this letter of Mark Heaton. 

Q.—Was that the only thing ¢ 

A.—I had two or three blind-piggers speak to me about him, and Mr. 
Curry once spoke to me about him, 4 

Q.—Were Mr. Curry and the blind-piggers suspicious of him ¢ 


| 
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A.—Mr. Curry was suspicious of him, yes, asked about a certain 


_ occurrence, and I explained it, I think, to his satisfaction, 


Q.—You are sure there was nothing in that complaint @ 
A.—I am sure there was nothing in that complaint. 


Q.—N otwithstanding all you have heard, you have still got confidence in 
Courian ? 


A.—Yes, I have. 

Q.—In view of all you have heard here, would you put Courian on again, 
or is he on now? . 

A.—Courian has a job which is paying him very much better in Los 
Angeles, 

Q.—Would you take him on if he were here ? 

A.—I would make some inquiries if he were. So far as some of the 


things were concerned, I would take him on. Some of the others, I would have 
to make further inquiries. 


Q.—In other words, you would satisfy yourself ? 
A.—That there was no truth in these things I don’t know now before I 


_ would take him on. If they were true, I would not take him on, of course. 


@.—You were speaking about Lloyd Gordon; who, do you know, author- 
ized the transportation for Gordon and this woman to come back from Regina ? 
A.—I don’t know anything about it. ! 
Q.—Who would have authority to do that? 

A.—I haven’t any idea. 
Mr. Raney: Are you suggesting that the Department paid for that 
man’s return to Toronto ? 

Mr. Frerevson: Who paid it? This man got back some way. 

Wirness: I don’t know how to got back. 

Mr.. Fereuson: Q.—McCutcheon told us he was corresponding with 
him. McCutcheon said he was corresponding with this fellow who had gone 
West, and this man. wanted him to arrange with the Department to pay his 
transportation back. McCutcheon was saying in letter after letter he was 
still trying to arrange it? 

A.—If McCutcheon was doing that, he was deceiving me. 

Q.—That is the situation we have, that an attempt was made to have 
it paid by the Department 4 

A.—There was no attempt made to me. 

Q.—Do you know whether it was paid by the Department ? 

A.—I am positively certain it was not. 

Q.—And you have no idea where it came from ? 

A.—Not the slightest in the world. 

Q.—And that the Province did not bear the expense of this return jour- 
ney ? 
| A.—I am sure they did not. . 

Q.—Was Gordon or the woman who was with him used afterwards by 


‘ 


x 


the Department ? 


A.—Not to my knowledge except as the evidence came out here, that Mr. 
Hammond said that Gordon was paid for a week, I think it was. 

Q.—You don’t know anything about it? 

A.—No, only what I heard here. 
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Q.—You don’t know that he was used do you? 

A.—Not positively. 

Q.—So these things may happen without your knowing ? 

A.—I would be suspicious that he was. Some of the men reported 
Gordon was around, and Hammond was using him. 

Q.—Did you make any investigation as to the truth of that? 

A.—No, he was only there a week or two and disappeared. 

Q.—When did Hammond and these Provincial Officers get authority to 
hire men and discharge them without consulting you 4 

A.—I don’t know. You will have to ask General Elhott that. 

Q.—Didn’t you get. any notice of it? 

A.—I have some notices in my file over there which I got that Mr. 
Hammond had full charge of the investigation department, and if I wanted 
any men to use at any time I must let him know, and he would supply them. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—TI couldn’t give you the date, but I can get it out of the file. 

Q.—Was it a year or two years ago ! 

A.—It was after General Elliott was married, after hé came back some 
time. 

Q.—He got back in August or September. So that is when the change 
came ? 

A.—That was when I got notice, whenever it was. 

Q.—And subsequent to that. 

A.—Subsequently to that Mr. Hammond had talked to me about men he 
would put on. 

Q.—Previous to that the men he put on were all men of whom you had | 
knowledge ¢ : 

A.—No, he had men when he first came on that I didn’t engage. He put 
on some of the flying squad, as they were called. There was the flying squad 
engaged that I had nothing to do with. 

~ Mr. Raney: Q.—Just for a couple of months under Mr. Corley I 
think ? 

A.—Yes. I think some of the same fellows stayed on with Mr. 
Hammond. I am not sure about that, John Charlton and some of those. 

Mr. Frerouson: Q.—What I am getting at is this; the men that 
Hammond had, or that went under Hammond in September when this change 
came about, were men that previously had been under you! 

A.—No, they had never been under me. His flying squad had nothing to 
do with me at all. 

Q.—Leave out the flying squad? 

A.—Then he had no men at all. He began to engage men. I trusted Mr. 
Hammond ‘to look after his men. . 
| Q.—There were no men who had previously been under you at all 
who went over to Hammond ? 

A.—Not that I know of; I don’t know of one. 

Mr. McCrea: Q.—Hammond had the confidence of you and the Depart- 
ment to carry on and employ men @ 

A.—Yes, and he came to me with the highest sort of recommendation. 

Mr. Feravson: Q.—And you have confidence in him still T suppose ? 
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A.—In some respects. 

Q.—As an officer of the Department ? 

A.—I don’t want to answer that question. 

().—Why ? 

A.—TI don’t want to go into that matter. 

(.—Have got confidence in Hammond still? 

A.—Not in every—I think he is honest, and I think he is trying to do 


his duty. 


Q.—Would you retain him in the service? 

A.—TI have not the say in that regard. 

Q.—Hammond is one of the officers in your Department ? 

A.—It is not a fair question to ask me. I do not have the discharging of 


them, or anything to do with them. 


Q.—You are the Chief Inspector for the Province of Ontario, You are 
the Senior Officer under the Commissioner ? 


A,— Yes, 
Q.—<And you have the responsibility for the enforcement of the law 


as such Inspector ? 


a 


A.— Yes. 


Q.—And the important factor is to have men on whom you can rely, and 


in whom you have confidence, isn’t it ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And Mr. Hammond is a part of that staff, a part of that organiza- 
Fi tion ? 

A.— Yes. 


Q.—I am asking you if you have confidence in Mr. Hammond as an 
officer ? 

Mr. Ranry: That is obviously something that is entirely departmental. 

Tus Cyarrman: The witness has the privilege. If he does not want 
to answer, I shall not ask him to. 

Mr. Curry: Q.—Is it because of some personal accusation made against 


-you by Mr. Hammond ? 


A.—It is a personal matter, and there might be prejudice on my part, 
and I don’t want to give any expression, 
Mr. Fercuson: Q.—You say on account of personal feeling between 


pe y Y ye a! = YW > 7 ? 
you and Hammond you do not want to give expression to your Vvlew : 


A.—Mr. Hammond and I have not had a single word of disagreement. 
You have heard the evidence as well as I have, what was disclosed here. It 


would naturally affect me. I do not want to speak from a prejudiced mind. 


Q.—Your mind in regard to Hammond is prejudiced? 

A.—I don’t know whether it is prejudiced or not, but it 1s naturally not 
the most level. 

Q.—Your equilibrium is not just right ? 

A.—I don’t know whether it is or not. 

Q.—You have not confidence in your own judgment? — . 

A.—Well, I mean as far as his work ig concerned, I believe he has 


worked honestly. I don't know anything to the contrary. 


Q.—You told us very freely how much confidence you had in Courian, 


after we have been hearing here for days evidence about his activities and his 
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connection with certain people. You have given us your view in regard to 
him, and in regard to very many others. Now you say because you have 
some feeling in ier to this disagreement between Hammond and yourself, 
that you do. not want to express an opinion 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you any jurisdiction over Hammond? 

A.—Well, at the present time Mx. Hammond is working the same as 
other Inspectors under me. 

Q.—Would you have authority to discharge Hammond ? 

A.—No, never did have. Never had Aphouity to discharge anybody. 

Q.—Is that kind of thing done on your recommendation 7 

A.—That is not necessary. 

Q.—Are you consulted about discharging an officer ? 

A.—I might be sometimes, and sometimes not. 

Mr. Raney: You have Atenes to discharge special men ? 

A.—Oh, yes, but I say officers, I have no authority over them whatever 
in regard to discharge or suspension. 

Mr. Fercuson: The special men are the fellows of the type of Me 
Cutecheon and Courian ? 

A.—Courian was.a special man for a long time, and then the Depart- 
ment appointed him Provincial Officer. 

Q.—What was Courian’s business ? 

A.—His business was looking after the enforcement of the law. 

(.—Before that ? 

A.—He was a moulder I believe, or a machinist. 

Q.—What is he doing in Los Angeles, retired ? 

A.—No, he has not told melt had one letter from Courian the day 
before estandany stating that he had received—he had seen what Mr. Lennox 
had said, and so on, and that he was ready to come back any time if it was 
necessary. If this Committee wants him to come, he will come at any time. 

Q.—Had you communicated with him 4 ! 

A.—No. 

@.—Who sent him w ord 

A.—I don’t know. He got the papers I presume from somebody. 

Tur Cuarrman: Did he have a rapid growth of wealth while he was 
with the Department ? 

A.—Not that I know of. I know there was a mortgage on his house. 

Mr. Raney: I don’t know whether it was mentioned by McCutcheon or 
not. but somebody said he had made $210,000. 

Mr. Curry: McCutcheon said that Courian had said in his presence 
in Cohen’s house that he had made $210,000 ? 

A.—I did not understand it that way, but Mr. Curry will know better 
than I. 

Q.—That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. Fereuson: Are you sending for Courian 4 

A.—No, I am not. 

Q.—Is the Department 4 

A.—I don’t know. 
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Q.—Did you report to the Department that you had this letter from 
Courian? 


A.—I told Mr. Raney yesterday I had received a letter from him, and 
that he was willing to come back. 

Mr. MoOnna: You say he has a mortgage on his house ? 

A.—He did have, and I think it was there till the last. 

Q.—Do you know whether it is on his property to-day? 

A.—He sold his house just before he left. 

Q.—Do you know anything about the mortgage ? 

A.—I do not. The only thing I know is that he told me at the time 
that he had to pay so much for interest, when he was getting his house. 

Mr. Frereuson: Evidently he confided a great deal to you? 

A.—Yes, because I was his superior officer. and: he worked under me. 

Q.—Hammond does not confide in you that way ? 

A.—No. Mr. Hammond did not confide in me after he had been on a 
few months. 

Q.—You and Courian were close personal friends ? 

A.—No, we were not, but as long as he used me right. I stood by him. 
Mr. Harti: Have you any idea who held the mortgage on Courian’s 
house ? 

A.—No, his house was sold just before he left. He bought it when it 
was building. He came to me and told me he only paid $300 or $400, and 
then was paying quarterly payments I think. 

Q.—You were saying that Hammond did not confide in you. Do you 
know that Hammond don in anybody ¢ 

A.—I didn’t want to know what Hammond was doing all the time, as 
long as he was doing his work. 

Q.—He is not fond of talking shop very much ¢ . 

A.—I don’t know that he is. It is very necessary when Mr, Hammond, 
or anybody else who is at the head of a squad of men and is doing work, has 
a matter in hand, that he must tell no one except the leader who will take them 
into the place. If you have a half dozen men, and tell them, there will be a 
leak somewhere sure. 

Mr. McCrea: Is the flying squad still part of the system 4 

A.—No. That only lasted a month. 

Mr. Curry: Has Mr. Montgomery reported to you that he had been 
with Greenberg, a reputed bootlegger, when Greenberg was sto pped by the 
police, and subsequently fined for driving at an immoderate rate ? 

A.—I couldn’t say whether he did or not. 

Q.—I happened to be in Court at the time, and I said to Montgomery, 
“You ought not to be driving around with a reputed bootlegger.” 

A.—TI think he told me, and I think he told me further that you had 
spoken to him, and if he did, I think he explained how it was. 

Q.—He was going to Thornclitte track 4 

A.—TI think it was in North Toronto, and this man drove him down, but 
Mr. Montgomery is one of the most honest, open men I ever met. 

OI did not look right, his driving around with a bootlegger, a man 
who had been convicted a Loa ne of time for bootlegging. 
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A. E. Sarvis, sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Raney: 


Q.—Mr. Sarvis, how long have you been with the Department ¢ 

A.—This particular department of the O.T.A., ten or eleven years. 

Q.—Enforcing the temperance laws of Ontario for ten or eleven years, 
under the previous Government and this Government? « 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—During that time have you ever employed anybody whom you knew 
to be a thug? 

A.—Not to my knowledge, sir. 

(Q.—Or a eriminal?. 


A.—WNo Sir. 

Q.—Or anyone who had been convicted of an offence ? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Why not ? 

A.—Well— 


Q.—Wouldn’t you prefer that kind of person ? 

A.—No, my previous experience would not allow me to do that. 

Q.—What about your instructions ? 7 

A.—My instructions were the same. 

Q.—Your instructions would not allow you to do it? 

A.—WNo Sir. 

Q.—Have you ever kept any officer, or special officer, in your employ- 
ment, after you knew he had been onilty of irregular asides? 


A.—No Sir. 
Q.—Is that also against instructions ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Have you ever failed to report to the Department when — was 
anvthing ir regular in connection with the men ? 

A.—Never, always reported promptly. 

Q.—Has the Department ever failed to act? 

A.—No. The matter might stand a very short time. I might have 
some case to clear up with this man, and as soon as I got this case completed, 
disposed of the man. 

Q.—Can you give me anv instance of thet kind ? 

A.—There might have been one or two. Yes, in the case of Martin. 

Q.—Well, tell ‘us about Martin ? 

A—I heard some complaint was likely to be lodged against Martin 
concerning a case at Orillia. 

Q.—How did Martin come into the service? 

A.—In the usual form of any special officer. 

Q.—I think it was said by H. H. McOuteheon that you employed Martin 
with the knowledge that he had been convicted of some offence ? 

A.—Not true. 

Q.—Did you hear him give that evidence ? 

A.—I did. Absolutely untrue. 

Mr. McCrea: Does he mean when he says “employed” the time of his 





a 


_ GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 467 





_ original employment, or does he use the word “employed” excluding the sense 
_ in which he used it subsequently, to clean up a case? | 
| Mr. Raney: When you employed him originally did you know that he 
_had been convicted of any offence ? 
A.—No Sir. 
Q.—Did you learn afterwards ? 
A.—Afterwards. 
Q.—When ? 
_ A.—After he had been here for going on two years. 
Q.—Was he in your employment for that length of time ? 
A.—J ust about. 
Q.—What did you do? 
A.—I wound up the balance of my cases with him and dismissed him. 
Q.—When was that ? 
A.—TI think you have the date there. I just can’t tell. 
Q.—First engaged January 7th, 1921, and let out apparently in March 
of this year? 
A.—Yes. 
| Mr. McCrea: Did you use Martin after you knew he was convicted to 
clean up some cases ? 
| A.—Just to finish his case, his evidence in Court. 
Q.—After he was convicted ? 
A.—I didn’t know for a positive fact that he was. I learned there was 
hable to be a charge shown up against him. 
Mr. Frerevson: Do you mean there was an old charge he had been 
convicted of going to be brought to the attention of the Department? 
A.—Yes. I didn’t know that as a positive fact. I was waiting for the 
information to come from Mr. Ayearst, who was trying to find out whether 
he had been convicted or not. 
Mr. Raney: What was it said he was convicted of ¢ 
A.—Being drunk, fined $3 at Ottawa. 
Q.—How long ago? 
A.—That was in 1917 or 1918. 
Q.—Even for that offence you would have dismissed him? 
| A.—I certainly would. 
| Mr. Hatz: Do you think that would be a square deal to hand to that 
man ? 
A,—That is what our Act called for. 
Q.—Was it an uncommon thing for a man to get drunk in those days ? 
Mr. Raney: You see, Mr. Hall, this is one of the thugs and criminals 
we kept in our employment. You let him out ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Was he a good officer while you had him on? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—Why did you let him out? % +o 

A.—I didn’t want him in our employ if there had been a conviction 
against him. | 

Q.—Even though it was only for being drunk ¢ 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And even though it was only a fine of three dollars ? 
A.—Yes. ) 
Q.—You heard McCutcheon’s evidence 2 
A.—Yeg Sir. 
Q.—I asked him, “Are there any other cases you know of except these 
two—” He had been referring to Tony Phillips—I will come back to this— 
and Nash. Did you know about those men ? 

A.—No. | 

@.—Those were Hammond’s men. I asked him,—‘Are there any other 
cases you know of except these two? A.—Yes, Martin; he was convicted of 
drawing a gun and shooting in the street; he was with Mr. Sarvis.” 

Did you ever hear of that? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Never till you heard McCutcheon tell of it? 
A.—No. 


Mr. Frerauson: Have you inquired since? 

A.—No, I have not. 

Mr. Ranry: Q.—And then he is asked, “Who was Martin ?” 

“A.—Joe Martin I think. While I was working for Sarvis he was fined 
in the Toronto Police Court for shooting.” 

Did you hear of that? 

A.—No. 

“Q.—What happened to nim?’ 

‘““A.—He was let out.” 

“@.—Well, we have not heard of him before. Joe Martin! He was 
fined in the Toronto Police Court ?”’ 

pe ae CSO LE te 

“(.—For what?” 

“A.—For brandishing a gun in the streets, and as I understand. shoot- 
rao legs 

“Q.—When was that 2?” 

‘““A.—Last summer.” 

‘“@.—How long was he kept on after that? 

‘““A.—I believe he is still with the Department. 

“().—Did Mr. Hammond know of that ?” 

“A.—He is working for Sarvis. 

“(.—Did Sarvis know 2?” 

“A.—Mr. Sarvis gave him the money to pay his fine in my presence.” 

().—Is there a word of truth in that? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—You did not know of his being fined ? 

A.—No, absolutely not. 

Q.—You did not pay his fine? 








A.—No. 
Mr. Frrevuson: Q.—Did you ever give him any money for any purpose? 
A.—WNo. 


Mr. Ranny: Q.—Gave him the money to pay his fine? 
YA..—-Yes Sin.” 


Mr. Frrauson: Q.—Did you advance him expense money ? 





; 
{ 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—Such a thing might have happened, as you gave him money ? 
A.—Absolutely not. 

Q.—You gave him the money for expenses ? 

A.—Certainly, but I knew where he was going. 

Q.—Couldn’t he have used this money to pay his fine ? 


A.—No. 


Q.—He could cover up his expenses pretty well, according to the evi- 


dence here ? 


A.—The men IJ handle, I keep pretty good tab on them. 
Mr. McCrea: You made it quite clear to me that as soon as you knew 


_a man had a record of any sort, you discharged him ¢ 














A.—Yes. 

Q.—You also stated that as soon as any of these things came to your 
notice, you immediately made a report to the Department about it? 

Hlesay Css 

Q.—Was a report made to the Department by you about this man Martin ? 

A.—Is was only hearsay when I got it. 

Q.—Was there a report made by you to the Department about this man 
Martin following what you have sworn was the practice? 

A.—It came, not through me. It came through another part of the 
Department. 

Q.—Did you make a report to the Department that this man could not 
stay in the Department because he had been previously convicted of some 


 oftence ? 


it there. 


A.—After, of course. 

Q.—When you found it out? 

A.—They already knew. 

Q.—Did you make a report? 

A.—It was not necessary because they already knew that he could not 
stay in. 

Q.—Who already knew ? 

A.—Mr, Ayearst. 

Q.—How did it come to Mr. Ayearst’s attention ? 

A.—On account of him being the Chief Officer, word came to him to 
make inquiries as to Martin’s previous conviction. 

-Q.—You were Martin’s immediate boss ? 

w+ —Y es, 

Q.—You learned of this? 

A.—TI learned of it through Mr. Ayearst. I never could find out any- 
thing on Martin. I never would believe anything till it was found out. I 
knew where money had been offered to him up to $400 to throw a case. I 
proved that in London Court before the Police Magistrate. 

Mr. Rayrey: You found him to be a square and honest man who could not 
be bought ? 

A—Yes. Money was carried from London to Toronto, and I proved 


Q.—Still you have this principle that you must not take into Court a 
witness who would have to admit that he had been convicted of an offence ? 


4 
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A.—That «ig. right: 

Mr. McCrea: You did not do that in Martin’s case. You used Martin 
after you knew he had been convicted ¢ 

A.—TI only had heresay. 


Q.—Did you use his evidence before you had established to your satis- — 


faction whether he was guilty or not ? 

A.—Sure. 

Q.—After you had known that this question about him was raised ? 

A.—lIt was hearsay to me. 

Q.—And it was afterwards proved to be a fact? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: Mr. Lennox in the House made this charge,—“Two Gov- 
ernment Inspectors got a fifteen-year-old boy to buy a bottle of whiskey,” that 
was at Collingwood, ‘and then made this fifteen-year-old boy taste whiskey 
for the first time in his life.” Do you know what officer that refers to? 


A.—Fielding. 

Q.—That was one of the men who went te Sutton, wasn’t it ? 
A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Have you investigated that matter ¢ 

Ay oes, 


Q.—What truth is there in that? 

A.—No truth in that whatever. 

Q.—What were the facts? 

Mr. Frerevson: How did he ascertain the facts ? 

A.—By sitting in Court and listening to the trial. 

Mr. Raney: You were right there ? 

A.—As the evidence was given. The operator was purchasing liquor 
from another man, and it was that man they purchased from that sent the 
boy for the bottle. 

Q.—And the officers had nothing to do with it? 

A.—And the officers had nothing to do with it. 

().—You were right in Court and heard the evidence ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—It is not true as charged by Colonel Lennox from his place in the 
House that, “Two of your spotters got a fifteen-year-old boy to buy two bottles 
of whiskey and then made this fifteen-year-old boy taste whiskey for the first 
time in his life at Collingwood.” That is false? 

A.—That is false. 

Mr. Ferevson: Did any question of that kind arise at the trial at all ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—That was all gone into. Were the officers asked whether they knew 
the boy bought it or not? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What did they say ? 

A.—To get it correct you can get the evidence from the Clerk here. 

Q.—In Court they were asked about the fifteen-year-old boy. Were they 
asked, or did they say whether or not they knew that this fifteen-year-old boy 
was buying the whiskey ? 

A.—Of course, that came out in the evidence. 
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Q.—They knew he was buying whiskey ? 

A.—No, they didn’t know he was buying the whiskey. 

Q.—The officers did not? 

A.—No. al | 

Mr. Ranzy: Another of Mr. Lennox’s charges in the House—“Another 


case Mr. Lennox commented upon”—I am qucting from his speech, “As the 


only one out of all those he had looked up where the operator had been dis- 
charged, was that of a man who had been arrested for brandishing a revolver 
while in a drunken condition on a Grand Trunk car. Yet for two months 
after that he drew pay, and was one of the trusted agents of the Attorney 
General.” 

Was that true? 

A.—That was a reference to McCoy. 

Q.—Was that true? 

A.—I was in court at the time. He met some men on the train. Do 
you want the whole story ? 

(.—Yes, give us the story. 

Mr. Fereuson: Is this McCoy’s story to you? 

A.—Yes, 

Mr. Raney: Told in Court under oath ? 

A.—Yes. Before Police Magistrate Jelfs in Hamilton. He had taken 
a drink of whiskey from these returned men going from Toronto to Hamil- 
ton. When he took off his coat he had a phoney gun in his hip pocket. 

Q.—What kind of a gun is that? 

A.—One of no use. 

Q.—I understand this is a returned man ? 

A.—Yes, in the hospital here now. 

Q.—He had a German revolver in his possession 4 

A.—Part of one, a matter of bluff, that is all. They arrived at 1.20, 
something like that, in Hamilton. His idea was to see an officer at the sta- 
tion, and put these men under arrest and get the balance of the whiskey on 
them, but they turned the tables on him, and said, “This man is carrying a 
gun.” And the officer followed up, and arrested him. 

Q.—It was taken to the Court? 

A.—Not next morning. He got out on bail. 

Q.—He was fined by the Magistrate $100. 

A.—Yes. is 


Q.—And afterwards the facts were explained, and he did not enforce 


| the fine ? 


A.—I went down to the Magistrate’s office after leaving Court, and 


explained the particulars to him. He called in the Deputy Chief. He said, 


“Release this man McCoy at once, and the fine will never be collected.” 


— > ni : 


Q.—What happened to McCoy ? 

A.—He came away home along with me. 

Q.—What happened to him as far as the service was concerned ¢ 
A.—He was dismissed. 

Mr. McCrea: What for ?. 

A.—Pecause the conviction came up. 

Mr. Raney: Q.—“Yet for two months after that he drew pay and was one 
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of the confidential and trusted agents of the Attorney General” Is that 
true # 

A.—No. : 

Q.—“‘A man who has since that occasion gone into Court and has been 
responsible through his oath for the confining of a number of citizens of this 
Province.” Was that true? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Did he ever go into Court after that to give evidence? 

A.—No. We held him for a certain length of time to find ont the true 
facts of the case. We were looking into it, to find out who the other parties 
were he got this whiskey from. , 

Q.—He was kept on without doing any work for three weeks and then 
allowed to go. 

Mz. McCrea: You kept him on to ascertain first whether he was guilty 
or innocent ? 

A.—I wanted to round up the other two men. 

Q.—You felt when he was convicted that morning that a very serious 
injustice was done to him 

A.—No Sir. I think he was double-crossed. 

Q.—When you went to the Magistrate, and told him sufficient to make 
the magistrate change his mind, you thought an injustice had been perpe- 
trated on this man? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you kept him to find out whether there was any justification 
for discharging him or not? | 

A.—I wanted to round up the other two men he said he had had liquor 
with on the train. 

Q.—As a result of your investigation you discharged him ? 

A.—Throngh the conviction. 

Mz. Hari: You thought he was unworthy to retain in the service? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—But that he was worthy to convict these other two fellows; you 
thought you could use him for that purpose. Do you consider that was justice 
to him ? 

A.—I wanted these men properly identified, and be was the one who 
could identify them. 

Q.— Mr. Sarvis, my statement is that med thought he would be good 
enough to identify those other men and convict them, and so you kept him on 
for that purpose, but he was not good enough to retain in the service after 
he had done this work 4 

Mz. Rangy: You see, Mr. Hall, the poimt being that though 2 man is 
innocent, once he has been convicted he ceases to be of use to the Depart 
because if a man gets into the witness box and says, “Yes, 1 was convicted 
so and so on such and_such evidence,” even though it was only for being 
that is the end of it, because we cannot use him. 

Mz. Fercvson: He was going to use him. 

Mz. Rawxey: Q.— Would this man McCoy answer to the description of 
thug or a criminal] ? 

A.—No. 
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Q.—A returned man? . 

A.—dHe was not strong enough. The man is in the hospital here now, a 
returned man. I thought he was all right. 

. Q.—Another case I think you know about is that it was charged that 
a man named Webb—is he with the Department still ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.— What kind of man is Webb? 

A.—First-class, up-to-date man, thoroughly reliable and honest. 

Mr. Ferevson: Is that the one who had an alias, Webb or West, or 
something ? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Rayey: Q.—How long has he been with the Department ? 

A.—On and off since 1916. 

Q.—Is he a thug? 

A.—No sir, one of the Princess Pat’s Battalion, and through sickness 
and so on, he has been in the hospital. He came on in 1916. That was 
the first. 

Q.—He is a first-class man you say? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—The charge is, and this was made with great emphasis in the House, 
that this man in Guelph had copied the notes of another special officer, and 
had gone into Court and perjured himself on a set of facts that he knew no- 

thing about? 

A.—Absolutely untrue. | 

Q.—Mr. Lennox made that charge in the House. Let me read you the 
language—“Will you deny that a man by the name of Webb,’ —addressing 
his question to me,—he had formerly put it in the express terms of a de- 
elaration or announcement, and now he puts it in the form of a query to.me,— 

“Will you deny that a man by the name of Webb, alias West, soaked with 
drink in the King Edward Hotel at Guelph, after having read the notes of 
two other spotters, swore to what they said?’ 

He charged that this man Webb in the Court gave evidence as to the 
facts of a liquor case, he himself knowing nothing about it. Was there a 
word of truth in that? 

A.—No sir, he did not go into the witness box at all. 

Q.—Did you know the facts of that ease? 

A—Tt was under me, and Jeffrey prosecuted it, Nicol Jeffrey of Guelph. 
Mr. McCrea: Were you present? 

A.— Yes. 

Mr. Raney: You were there? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Did you know of the conduet of these men ? 
A.—Of Webb? 

Q.— Yes. 

A—Certainly. 

Q.—Was Webb drunk there 2 

A—No. 

Q.—So the whole thing is false ? 

A—It certainly is. 








474 APPENDIX No. 2. _ | 1922 | 


Mr. Fercuson: Was he drinking? 

A.—He was drinking to this extent, that if he bought a bottle he would 
have to taste it to know whether it was whiskey or beer. 

Mr. Raney: Q.—The fact is that Webb was not even a witness in the 
ease ¢ | 

A.—No. 

Q.—Can you give me any explanation of where Mr. Lennox would get 
any information of this kind ? 

A.—I could not. 

Mr. Ferauson: Why wasn’t he called as a witness? 

A.—There was evidence, and others pleaded guilty. 

Q.—He could not have given evidence in any of the cases that were — 
heard ? | 

Mr. Ranzy: Q.—Do you know of the Shallow Lake case that McCutcheon 
spoke about ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—What do you know about that? 

A.—What he said was absolutely untrue. 

Q.—What McCutcheon said ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What did he say? 

A.—He reported that Cyril Henry didn’t know anything about re- 
porting the purchase of this liquor. 

Q.—In other words, H. H. McCutcheon and Henry went to Shallow 
Lake to get a man named Joynt who was violating the law, and they got a 
conviction ¢ | 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—I am not sure whether McCutcheon said Henry had reported to 
you the facts of what he had done ? 

A.—Right after the conviction was made he said— 

Q.—That he and the other man had committed perjury ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—Did he do that? 

A.—No. Last Wednesday is the first I have ever heard of it. 

Mr. Fercuson: Q.—Is Henry with the Department still? 

A.—No. 

Q.—When was he let out? 

A.—1921 he was let out. 

Q.—This conviction had been back in December, six months before ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why was he let out? 

A.—It was something that I couldn’t really prove, why he was dis-— 
missed. I can give you the circumstances. 

Q.—You are the man who let him out? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Why did you let him out? 

A.—I was in the Imperial Bank here getting a cheque cashed one 
morning, and I happened to notice Henry in there counting over quite a roll 
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of bills. J knew he was not in a position to have that amount of money of 
his own. 

Mr. Hatt: How did you know this? 

A.—Because he was always behind ten or fifteen dollars. That was my 
way of thinking, keeping tab on the men. 

Q.—You saw him with a big roll of money ? 

A.—A decent sized roll. I thought it was quite a thing for him, be- 
cause he used to borrow money from me to carry him over from time to time. 
The next man I sent him out with I told to be very careful, and keep tab 
on Henry. | 

Mr. Ferauson: Who was that ¢ 

A.—A man named Livingstone. He did. He overheard a message over 
a telephone, certain parties—it would not be right for me to mention those 
names. I will give you the particulars how he came to be let out. He asked 
him for $25, and when he came in the other man reported the matter to me. 
I called him in the office to turn in his expenses. I said, “Henry, I’ve got 
to let you go.” He said, “What for?’ I said, “You can explain to me better 
than I can to you.” He said, “All right, I guess it is up to me to explain,” 
and that is all there was to it. 

().— Livingstone reported that he heard him telephoning some man that 
he wanted him to send him $25 ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You saw him in the bank with a considerable roll of money ? 

A.—Yes, previous to that. 

Q.—And you made up your mind that was not the kind of fellow you 
would have around ? 

A.—Sure. 

Q.—And notwithstanding that you had him there for a long time? 

A.—I had previous to that, and he was a good officer too. 3 

Q.—You never heard anything at all that led you to suspect his integrity 
previous to that? 

A.—Nothing strong enough to dismiss him. 

Q.—Did McCutcheon say anything to you about him? 

A.—No. i 

Q.—Or anybody else sav anything to you in reference to this Shallow 
Lake conviction ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Harz: You said you never found anything strong enough to charge 
him with before. Do you think that was a very strong case to discharge a 
man for? Paina 

A.—It was considering the man he was getting it through. 

Q.—He might be owing it to him. 

Mr. Ferauson: Was it a bootlegger 


A.—Yes. 


Mr. Raney: You satisfied yourself he was not a desirable man 2 he 
pany figured back that when IT had Henry working in that district 


_ there were no returns. : adees 
Mr. Fercuson: This was a fellow you satisfied yourself had been 


standing in with the hootleggers ? 


\ 


am 
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A.—With one. 

Q.—I suppose he was used in cases to convict. other people ? 

A.—As soon as I learned that, he was not. 

Q.—But before that? 

A.—I couldn’t help that. 

Q.—This man had been used constantly in Court to give evidence to 
convict people 4 , 

A.—We used him. 

Mr. Harz: Unless he associated with bootleggers, how did you expect 
he was going to get the bootleggers ? 

A.—He couldn’t. 

Q.—Why would you fire him then? 

Mr. Jounsron: Will you tell me and the Committee here how long you 
have been in the service of the Department? 

A.—As a police officer ? 

Q:—As an officer of the License Board working for the Government ? 

A.—Since 1886 I have been an officer. 

Q.—How long have you been working enforcing the law for the Gov- 
ernment ? 

A,.—About 1910 or 1911, somewhere along that. 

Q.—What did you work at. before that? 

A.—Provincial Inspector for the Ontario Provincial Police. 

Q.—Prior to 10 years ago? 

A.—Yes, and previous to that I put in 25 or 30 years at Sarnia, Chief 
Officer. | 

Q.—You would be a pretty fair judge of human. nature? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How does the class of men that you have been employing the last 
two years compare with the men you have been employing since you have been 
employed as an officer for the Government ? 

A.—My experience, of course, I want to see a man working — 

Q.—How do the men compare, the men taken on in the last two years, 
compare with the men taken on the previous eight years ? 

A.—I think they have been if anything, a little better class. 

Q.—You have not then taken on any thugs or criminals as has been 
suggested ¢ | 

A.—No. 

Q.—How do your instructions compare in the last two years with your 
instructions for the previous eight years ? 

A.—Oh, everything has got to be absolutely straight, or else they don’t 
want to take a man on. 

Q.—Have your instructions been stiffened up a bit? 

A.—Yes, applications have to be filled out, and recommendations and 
so on. 
Q.—You said a few minutes ago, and quite properly so, that you will 
Gnd men who do not make good in any calling. How do the dismissals com- 
pare these last two years with the previous eight years? Did you have to 
dismiss any men previous to two years ago ? 


A.— Yes. 





} 
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- Q.—How do the dismissals of the previous eight years compare with the 
last two years? 


A.—I think I have dismissed far more since this Government came in 
power than I have before. 


Mr. Raney: Do you know any man in the service now who ought not 


to be in the service, Mr. Sarvis? 


A.—Not in my department. 
Q.—Are they all honest men so far as you know? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are they tried men? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Many of them returned soldiers ? 
A.—Yes.° 

Q.—Men who are doing good work ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Corruptible, any of them? 
A.—No Sir. 


Mr. McCrea: The law to-day with reference to bootleggers is much 
more drastic because of the new conditions than under conditions with the 
old Government; isn’t that the fact ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—And your instructions are much more explicit with reference to boot- 
legging, because it exists now and did not ten years ago? 

A.—The temptations are stronger. 

Q.—There was no bootlegging going on ten years ago? 

A.—There was local option. 

Mr. Jounsron: You do not mean to suggest that your instructions are 
more explicit in the enforcement of any kind of law, do you! 

A.—No. 


Mr. McOrza: So far as liquor administration is concerned, the law 


enforcement is much more drastic to-day than it was five years ago, isn’t that 


ea 


so, because of the changed conditions ? 

A.—Well, with the amendments to the Act and so on, it has got to be. 

Mr. Raney: McCutcheon swore before this Committee that Nash, Mar- 
tin and Slavin were under your control, Mr. Sarvis, while acting as operators 
for the Department, and that you continued them in your employment. after 
you knew that they had been convicted of offences. Is that true? 

A.—Never had those men under my charge. 

Q.—Except Martin ? 

A.—Martin is the only one. 

Q.—Ever have Nash or Slavin under you? 


A==Nossin 
Q.—Then these statements of McCutcheon are false ? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Hatz: Have you any knowledge of Nash or Slavin, whose depart- 


ment they were in? . 

A.—I understood they were with Myr. Hammond, as far as my know- 
ledge was concerned. I had nothing to do with them. 

Mr. Frerauson: They were in the employ of the Government anyway 4 
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Mr. Haru: It was possible for him to make a mistake and not know 
definitely who was responsible for these men % 

A.—He would know. 

Mr. Fercuson: How would he know? 

A.—Simply because McCutcheon worked for me, and he knew these 
men did not work for me. 

Mr. McCrea: Are you speaking with reference to the men directly 
under you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Hasn’t it happened on some occasions that men directly under the 
employ of other inspectors would be used on jobs that you would be running; 
or wouldn’t you get the assistance of some other inspector’s men, sometimes, 


for your cases ? 
A.—At times if I were short of men, and there happened to be one man 


in, and I needed a man. 

Q.—You are not able to speak with definite knowledge as to the char- 
acter of all these men? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Raney: We will call somebody who will speak with knowledge as 
to all these people. 

Mr. McCrea: When you saw this man in the bank, Henry, with the 
big roll of bills, you became suspicious ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—These suspicions were confirmed afterwards when he was com- 
municating with a bootlegger for more money. And you are convinced now 
that the roll of bills you saw that day was a roll of bills he obtained from 
bootleegers, the one he spoke to, or others ? j 

A.—It led me to keep an eye on the man. 

Q.—Isn’t it your conviction that the roll of bills that you saw this man 
have, was money he had not obtained honestly; he had got it from boot- 
leggers improperly ? | 

A.—T could not prove that. 

Q.—Was that your conviction ? 

A.—That was what set me thinking. 

Q.—You say your class of men are better to-day than they were when ? 

A.—They have been getting better right along each year. 

Q.—Do you mean to convey the impression to the Committee that your 
class of men employed to-day are better than were employed when you were 
working for the previous administration ? 

A.—Well, it would be hearsay if I told you yes. 

Q.—In other words, you have no knowledge ? 

A.—WNothing that I can prove. 

Q.—And you are casting that imputation upon the old administration 
merely from hearsay ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You do know, as a matter of fact, for you have been an officer ad- 


ministering criminal law, apart from the Ontario Temperance Act, that it is 
more difficult to get a first-class quality of men for the Ontario Temperance 
Act work than it is for ordinary police work 2 
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A.—Yes. 


Q.—In other words, that the men who do ordinary police work are of 
much higher standard than the men you have to employ in the stool-pigeon 
Ontario Temperance Act work ? 

A.—Not necessarily, if you get the right kind of man. 

’ Q.—But isn’t that your experience ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—When you speak of the class of men being better to-day, what de- 


partment do you mean? In the Police Department or the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act Department ? 


A.—Both departments. 

@.—When would you say that this betterment has set in? 

A.—This last year. | 

Q.—Betterment has set in this last year. Is that because you are giving 
closer attention to the work ? | 

A.—No. I always did pay fairly good attention. 

Q.—How is it the class of men are improving this year as against last 
year ? | 

A.—There seem to be so many men out of work that are anxious to get in 
to work, and a better class of men, 

Mr. Frreuson: Isn’t this the situation, that you have been eliminating 
more men that are objectionable this last year? 

A.—No. We have given a lot of returned men the first chance. 

Q.—The temptation to-day is greater than it ever was, isn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And consequently it was a natural thing that more men would fall 

_ A.—There is where you want men of better ability, 

Q.—And you have been improving the service because from time to time 
you find fellows have fallen down, and you have weeded them out. Isn’t that 
Me reason why you say the service is improved ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You have been weeding out the unreliable ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And there have been a great many fellows of that kind you have 
iad to weed out? 

A.—Yes. 
_ Q.—A great many men that should not have been in the service have 
een in it from time to time? 

A.—It was hard to get men during the war. 

Q.—I am not blaming you. I am just asking the facts. There have 
een men in the service from time to time who should not be in the service? 

A.—Yes, because you have to get them on to learn who they are. 

Mr. McCrea: Experience has been a great teacher in this? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Raney: It has been said that the Department has employed wo- 
nen. Have you ever employed women 4 


A.—No Sir. 
Mr. McCrea: Ever know of any being employed ? 
16—J-22-v2. 


; 
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A.—Only hearsay. 

Q.—What do you know of hearsay 4 

A.—Only what was said this morning before the Committee. 4 

Mr. Frerevson: You don’t know of any women being paid for informa-, 
tion ? . 

A.—Just what I heard. I don’t know myself. I never handled them at 
all, nothing to do with them at all. ; 


W. E. Parrriper, Sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Raney: 


Q.—Mr. Partridge, you have been figuring in the newspapers lately ? 

A.—I have. | 

Q.—You notice that you have been held up as being a thug or criminal, 
I don’t know which. Are you either one or the other? 

A.—I don’t think so, 

Q.—Are you a returned man? 

A.—I am a South Africa Veteran. 

Q.—How long have you been working with the Department ? 

A.—Since before Courian was ever hired 4 

Q.—Away back eight or ten years ago? 

A.—Yes, fifteen years ago. 

Q.—Mr. Ayearst says you were with him, and then you left 2 

A.—I went West May 4th, 1911. 

Q.—And then you came back again ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And then you were in Fort Frances and there was some trouble 
up there. When was that? 7 

A.—On the 17th of May, 1921. 

Q.—And you hit the Crown Attorney ? 


A.—I did. 

Q.—And you were punished for it? 
A.—lI was. 

Q.—And you paid your fine? 
A.—I did. 

Q.—And you were suspended 4 
A.—I was. 


Q.—You came down here and made representations, and asked to be 
taken on again ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Whom did you see? 

A.—I saw General Elliott. 

Q.—And who else? 

A.—And Mr. Ayearst, Inspector Ayearst. 

Q.—You told them your story 4 

A.—I did. | 

Q.—And they told you they would give you another chance ? 

iN 2-Yess (] made*arrepor: | 

Q.—You made this report to whom 4 rz 
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A.—The General. 

Q.—Read it? 

_ A.—‘Fort Frances, Ont., June 21st, 1991 
“Dear Sir:— | 

“I beg to report that my case came up before the Assize Court this morn- 
ing and was quickly disposed of. The Court expressed the opimion several 
times that a matter of this trival nature should have been settled by the 
Magistrate. I decided to offer no evidence and did not go into the witness 
box. The Jury brought in the following verdict: | 

“We find the accused guilty of Common assult under extenuating 

| curcumstances, 

“I need not comment on this verdict other than to say that the interpre- 
tation put upon it locally is that each of the twelve Jurymen would have done 
as I did under the same circumstances. I am credibly informed that the 
Jury on the first ballot stood nine to three for complete acquittal, but this 
compromise was arrived at on the ground, as expressed by one Juryman that 
while I was ‘technically guilty’—I was ‘morally innocent.’ 

“The Judge fined me $100 which I immediately paid. I am quite will- 
ing at any time to forgive and forget the incident and to shake hands with 
the Crown Attorney. 

“The publicity given to the matter was not of my seeking but I am 
assured that it has not effected in any way public confidence in my ability 
to properly enforce the provisions of the O.T.A. in view of which I ask for 
my re-instatement.”’ 

Q.—And they heard your statement, Mr. Ayearst and the Commissioner 
of Police, General Elliott ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And General Elliott decided to reinstate you ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—It was said in the House—I think Mr. Lennox made the suggestion 
—that the Department had paid your fine. Was that so? 

A.—It was not. 

Q.—And you paid it yourself and took your punishment ? 

A.— Yes. : 

Q.—We wired to the Crown Attorney, and have a wire from him which 
says, “Partridge a good and efficient officer, and frequently recommended in- 
crease in his salary.” So that even now he apparently holds nothing against 
you. That is signed by Mr. Croome, the Crown Attorney. That was the 
man you assaulted. We are not going into that matter, but I wanted the Com- 
mittee to see you, just to see whether you were a thug or a criminal. Where 
are you employed now? 

A.—Toronto here. 

Q.—I suppose this advertising won’t do you any good? 

A.—I don’t. know. 
- Q.—Perhaps it will after this opportunity to state your case? I read 
to you the way it was put by Mr. Lennox in his questions finally addressed ig 
me “Th your Department to-day is there a man by the name of Partridge % 
Will you deny that while drunk at Fort Frances he tried to beat up the Crown 


Attorney ?”’ 


Aj 
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A.—I was not intoxicated. 

Q.—Did you beat up the Crown Attorney ? | 

Wes just hit him once. If I had been drunk he would have been pro- 
perly trimmed. 

'  Q.—The Jarvis Street case referred to by Mr. McCutcheon when he says 
you were at the search of a house on Jarvis Street by a man named Davis 
with d@ man named Bell, were you there? 

| A.—No Sir. 

Q.—He is very particular about it? 

A.—He has us twisted about. Bell and I, with another operator, were 
in the west end. | 

i Q.—He says that he made some remark, and that you remarked, in- 
dicated something to him+—you said “Sh,” to him, that you did not want him 
to know something that was going on? | 
‘' AT wasn’t in the office at all that day. 

Q.—Then it is absolutely untrue? 

A.—It is Bell and Waterman and another operator, and I was out. 

Q.—Did you hear McCutcheon’s evidence on that point? 

A.—I did. , 

Q.—We need not repeat it to you. What you say is there is not a word 
of truth in it? 

A.—There is not a word of truth in it. 

Q.—McCutcheon says that the still charge under which he was con- 
victed, and under which he is now serving a term, was a frame up? 

A.—That was H. H. McCutcheon ? 

Q.—Yes? What do you say about that ¢ 

A.—I don’t think so. | 

Q.—Do you know the facts? 

A.—Any more than he was in the office with Floody on Friday, Septem- 
ber 9th, in Mr. Ayearst’s office. We got orders to meet at the corner of Wood- 
bine Avenue at eight o’clock. We met there, and Mr. McCutcheon in the 
car ahead went down to near Castles Avenue. He said, “There is the house; 
I-daren’t go in there, because ] am known.” We went in and got a still. 

Q.—McCutcheon says he was told at one time to watch Courian, Bell 
and Partridge. Were you in the Department at that time? 

A.—I was in Fort Frances. 

Q.—When did you come on here ? 

A —J was called back here the 1st of July. 


Q.—That also was false @ 
A—Yes. I could explain the Zenner case. Sam McCutcheon stated 


we left a lot of whiskey there, and left him, and borrowed a Ford car, and 
he was to drive it, and get this Charlie Zenner for the whiskey. I arrested 
Jenner in the Ford car. We came down to the police station, and then 


took a Ford car down to the office and put the case of liquor up in Mr. Mont- 


womery’s office. He got ‘1 the car with us and we went right back and ar- 


rested Northech. 
Q.—He says the true amount of liquor w 


A.—It was accounted for. 
Q.—The amount accounted for at the dispensary 1s 914, dozen 


as not accounted for? 


TS 
} 
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A.—Four bags of Scotch and one bag of Rye. | 


% Q.—Was all the whiskey you took from that place accounted. for in the 

- Police Court ? 

1 A.—Certainly. The woman has a receipt of all that we took away. 
Q.—The quantity she has a receipt for it is now in the dispensary ? 
A.—In the dispensary. | | 
(.—So there is no truth in that either? 

A.—Certainly not. | . 
Mr. Jonnston: Was that your policy to give a receipt 
A.—Sometimes if they asked for it. She said it was her whiskey, and 

Zenner said it was her whiskey; therefore, I gave a receipt for 1t. 
Q.—Gave her a receipt for what she said was hers ¢ 
A.— Yes. 

Mr. Fereuson: You say that this still case that McCutcheon went down 
and pointed out the house, said, “there is the place; I can’t go any nearer 

_ because I am known—?”’ 





A.—Yes. 
| Q.—And he told you were the still was? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Told you if you went down cellar you could get the still? 

| A.—Yes, and he also told us to go to a tailor shop on Gerrard off Yonge, 
and we would get some bottles in there. | is 
Q.—It would not look very much as if he had an interest in the still 
if he could tell you where you could go and get it? 

| A.—I don’t know the fellow at all. That is the only time I had ever 
met him. ) 

Q.—It does not look as if he had an interest in the still. J am asking, 
you as a Police Officer; do you think that a man who had an interest in a 
still would tell you where you could go and get it, and lead to his own con- 
viction ? 

A.—It was a fishy looking deal to me. 

Q.—If it was through him that you got that still, and he was afterwards 
-eonvicted of being.a partner in it, it looks as if there was some kind of frame. 
up on it? | 

| A.—Sending us down to this store— 

— Q—I am talking about the still? 





| 
| 





A.—Yes. 
| Q.—It was through him you got the still? 
| A.—Yes. 
| Q.—He was afterwards convicted of being a partner ? 
A.—He was. 


Q.—On whose evidence ? 

A.—I suppose Hunt’s evidence. We were not in the box. 
Mr. Raney: Hunt was the supposed partner? 

A.—Yes. , 

Mr, Frrevson: Do you think McCutcheon was a partner ? 


-- AT couldn’t say. | : } 


a 
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Q.—Tell us about this Fort Frances business. You only touched the 
_ Crown Attorney very lightly ? 
_ A.—That is all. 

Q.—You say you were not drunk ? 

A.—I was not. 

Q.—Were you drinking at all ? 

A.—No. 

(.—Do you take an occasional drink? 

A.—Once in a while. 

Q.—Have you got the capacity that some of them have here; they go 
up to 15 apparently ? 

A.—I don’t think so. 

Q.—You do take a drink whenever you want. it? 

A.—Not whenever I want it. 

Q.—As a matter of business. 

The Committee then adjourned until 10 o’clock the next morning, 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE—MAY 17th, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m. with Mr, Watson in the Chair. 


Mr. Dewarr: As Mr. Lennox is not here just now I would like to call 
Mr. Bryant, a reporter from Welland, to verify certain evidence given at 
Welland. His evidence would be short. 


Mr. Ranzy: You only want to prove the record; that is all right. 


_ Mr. Dewarr: I do not want to put the whole of the evidence in as an 
Exhibit, but only certain portions. 


James B. Bryant, Sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Dewart: 


Q.—Mr. Bryant, you are the Court Reporter who takes the evidence in 
shorthand at the Courts in Welland and for the County of Welland ? 

A.—Yes, in all Courts. 

Q.— How long have you been acting as such Court Reporter ? 

A.—About a year and five months. 

Q.—Do you recollect the circumstances of three cases coming up in the 
Welland Police Court on the 26th February 1921? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—One against Luther Merritt, what was that for? 

A.—For selling four bottles of whiskey. 

Q.—In breach of the Ontario Temperance Act ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you recall also a case against Carl Hall? 

A.—Yes. That was a similar offence. I cannot remember the number 
of bottles. 

Q.—It was another case of sale in breach of the Ontario Temperance 
Act ? } 


eases 4 


: 
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A.—Yes. 
ae you also recollect the charge against Luther Merritt ? 
.—Yes. | 


Q.—What was that for? 
A.—That was a similar offence. 
. ieee provincial officers were called and sworn upon those several 
rials ¢ 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you produce a correct and certified transcript of your shorthand 
notes of the evidence taken upon those three cases ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—I see Provincial Officer Cox was sworn and gave evidence in those 
eases, do you recollect that ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And Provincial Officer Woods ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And Provincial Officer West ? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Raney: I suppose he had better produce what he is speaking of to 
the clerk and have it identified without being an Exhibit, and then you can 
use it afterwards. 

Mr. Dewart: Look at these documents, are those the documents that 
you produced this morning being the transcript of evidence in those three 


A.—Yes Sir, those are the three; they were made in March 1921 and 


‘when I was summoned here I went through my notes again and checked 


. 
| 





them. 
_ Mr. Raney: Those are just for identification; they are not Exhibits. 
Mr. Dewart: Do you recollect so far as Merritt was concerned what 


was his occupation, who was he? 


A.—He was a team driver at that time. 
Q.—One of the charges was against a lad named Jack De Martell, do you 


recollect 2 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—How old was he? 
A.—16 years old. 
Q.—Do you remember what the charge was against him ? 
A.—Yes, one of the O.T.A. officers. 
Mr. Raney: These charges are in writing; the papers will be produced. 
Mr. Dewarr: It was a charge also of selling? 
A.—Selling two bottles of gin. 
Q.—How old was De Martell ? 
A.—Sixteen. 
Mr, Raney: That is what he said, I suppose ? 
A.—He gave that in evidence. 
Mr. Raney: That is in the evidence. 
Mr. Dewarr: Did he look to be a lad of sixteen ? 
- A—He did not look to be any more; I have no reason to doubt it at all. 


q 
iy 4 
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Q.—I see the name of one officer who was sworn, Provincial Officer 


Lodge ? 
A.—Yes. 
().—He was also sworn ? 
A.—Yes. 
@.—And his evidence is included here 2 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Lennox: In my absence yesterday I notice that the Attorney- 
General arrogated to himself apparently the authority to curtail the work of 
this Committee. I do not know that the Attorney-General, because he is 
Attorney-General possesses any more rights or any more privileges on this 
Committee than any single individual member. So far as I am concerned I 


do not propose that the Attorney-General shall tell me when I will be finished | 
and when I won’t. J made certain charges in the House. He challenged me 


to prove them. I propose to prove them. I have not yet produced but one or 
two of the witnesses that I propose to produce. I charged the Department with 
- engaging thugs and criminals— 
Mr. Ranny: Knowingly, with knowledge. 
Mr. Lennox: You show very bad taste in interrupting; one would ex- 


pect something better from the Attorney-General. I propose to call the thugs; 
I propose to call the criminals, I propose to call the murderers or men who | 


were tried for murder, I propose, and I think I will succeed in demonstrat- 
ing to the public whether the statement that I made is true or not, and if I 
have got to clean out a jail or two in order to do so I propose to do it. I just 
want to say that having undertaken, having accepted the challenge of the 


Attorney-General I am going to prove what I said, and he is not going to stifle © 


this Committee if I can avoid it. The Attorney-General says it is taking up, 


according to the press, taking up a lot of time. Well, I propose to take up at 
least eight or ten days more unless the Committee say I cannot. I propose if it 


is necessary to satisfy the Committee by the names of the witnesses that I 


want to call, whether they are necessary or not—if the Committee by reason of 
its weight stifles the investigation I am willing to take that risk, but I want 
to tell the Attorney-General this that from observations made to me by many 
members of this Committee, I don’t think the Committee will stifle any 


investigation. b 


Now, there is another matter I wish to speak to, and that is this; in my 
absence I understand a resolution was passed calling upon me to give evi- 
dence. Let me preface that so that there will be no misunderstanding, that I 
am determined to give evidence. I am more anxious to give evidence 
than the Attorney-General will be to hear what I have to say; 


but I would have thought that a man occupying the position of © 


Attorney-General would have known, if he were at all acquainted with Par- 
liamentary procedure, that no member could be forced to give evidence before 
a Committee any more than he could to give evidence before the House. I am 
not stating that with any desire of evading my responsibility; but I am the 
one who shall say when I will give my evidence. After I have finished my 
case, after I have called my witnesses, then I court, invite the opportunity 
of giving testimony, but I do not propose—characteristic of the Attorney- 
General—that he will ask me to give evidence in the middle of my case. J am 
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to-day. 








_ conducting this case: I may be doing it very poorly, I may not be doing this 


as well as somebody else might, but so far as procedure is concerned there is 
no committee, no Attorney-General who will tell me how I am to conduct my 
case and when I am to give my evidence. 

Honoraste Mr. Raney then spoke and a good deal of discussion ensued. 

Mr. Frank W. Budway was then called. 

Frank W. Bupway; Sworn, Examined. 

Mr. Raney: I introduce Mr. Budway as one of Mr. Lennox’s friends. 

Mr. Lennox: That is absolutely untrue to your knowledge. 

Mr. Raney: He came to the Attorney-General’s Office after these 
charges were made because he resented some reference made to him in Mr. 


_ Lennox’s speech. Mr. Budway desires to come before this Committe to give 


evidence. 
Q.—Do you know Mr. Lennox ? 
A.—I do. 


Q.—How long have you known him? 

A.—For some time. 

Q.—Were you present in the House when he made the recent speech ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—You heard what he said ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You heard some reference to. yourself, 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What were those references ? 
A.—Mr. Lennox on the floor of the House said that I was convicted for 
attempting to rob Mr. Lawrence, and I was still nursed by the Attorney- 


General as one of the members to enforce the O.T.A. 


Q.—Was it true you were convicted of that offence ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Was it true you were my particular friend ? 
~ A.—No Sir. 


Q.—Have you ever spoken to me until to-day ¢ ' 
A.—I have seen you but I have never spoken to you in my life until 


Q.—You were for a while with the Department ? 
A.—I had been with the Department off and on for these last twelve 


years. 
Q.—Are you a returned man? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—How many years did you serve overseas / 

A.—Two years overseas. 

Q.—How many years were you in the army? 

A.—Three years and nine months and some days. 

Q.—You were with the Department before you went overseas ? 


A.— Yes. 
Q.—Off and on? 
eh 


Q.—As special officer 4 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Here in Toronto ? 

A.—AII through the Province. 

Q.—How did you get out of military service 

A.—I was honorably discharged as medically unfit. 

Q.—Have you ever been convicted of any offence ? 

A.—I have. 

Q.—What was it? 

A.—Carrying a gun on the street car at Welland. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—About 1910 or 1911. 

Q.—What was the penalty ? 

A.—I was fined $10. If you will allow me I will tell you. 

Q.—All right ? 

A.—I was at a place called Dunnville with Courian to secure information 
against a hotel for selling after hours. The people there got a tip on us, 
and we got out of town. Courian went by train, and I went by the street 


car; we were to meet at St. Catharines. On the street car the conduc- 


tor had been informed that I was a spotter, and we had an argument. He 
went to hit me with the fare box, and I had a gun in my pocket, it was not 
loaded, and in order to save myself I pulled the gun, and he dropped the 
fare box and ran, and I was arrested. 

Q.—The gun was not loaded? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—You were going to bluff him, at any rate you were fined for carry- 
ing a revolver ? 

A.—I was fined $10 by Magistrate Berger in Welland. 

Q.—Whom did you work under when you were with the Department? 

A.—Chiefi Inspector Ayearst and |Mr, Montgomery. 

Q.—Did you tell Mr. Ayearst about this gun incident? 

A.—That happened away back in the Conservative Party period; I 
was even brought before the Provincial Secretary Mr. Hanna in regard to 
it, and I explained it to Mr. Hanna, and he told me to go back to Mr. 
Ayearst. 

Q.—That was all fixed up years and years ago? 

A.—That was in 1910 or 1911. 

Q.—You were forgiven by Mr. Hanna? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—And taken back again by him? 

A.—Yes; he told me to go back to Mr. Ayearst. 

Q.—There was something said by Mr. Lennox in the House about your 
getting some rake-off on whiskey ¢ 


a case. 
Q.—Was that true ? 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.—No foundation for it? 
A.—No Sir, a man by the name of Farnie that was to get the com- 
mission. 


Eb 


A.—Yes, but it was not me that got the rake-off; he said I got the $3 — 


. 
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a se you been convicted of any offence other than this! revolver, 
case 4 ite 
A.—TI was arrested for being drunk a couple of times; that. was before 
the O.T.A. came into force. Mr. Lennox was counsel for the. defence in the 
Nurey case that I was giving evidence in, and he asked me if I had ‘ever 
been convicted, and I told him I had never been convicted since I came 
back from overseas, which he used before Judge as one of his pleas with. 
these returned men té give the benefit of the doubt, but still if you are a; 


returned man as a witness he wants to rub it in ieee ( 
Q.—You have not been convicted since you came back from. eceesbanil 


A.—No. ; i' 
Q.—You think your work overseas ought to wipe out that? 3 
A.—Counsel in their pleas use that. 

Q.—Mr. Lennox in the House says something about you being accused 
of attempted murder? | 

_ A.—He said murder. 

Q.—Were you accused of attempted murder? 

A.—No. 

Q.—What were you accused of, this was recently I believe? 

A.—This year, on the 18th i anuary of this year, if Almighty God 
called me before Him now, I would have to swear before Him that I do not 
remember ever being in ‘Lawrence’ place, that I am absolutely poritive 
-Lawrence was framing one on me. 

Q.—Your case came before the Grand Jury % 

A.—I was brought up first before the Magistrate, and my pul Mr, 

‘Horkins ask for a jury trial. I was sent before the Grand J ury, and the 

Grand Jury brought no bill in against me. | 

Q. —They threw out the bill? 


A.—Yes. 
| Q.—Did that complete the record so far as the Courts are. oncgnens 
| A. —Yes. : 
Q—So that we know the worst? 
| A.—Yes. 


 Q.—Did you ever discuss with Mr. rica Aes iiss case, this Lawrence 
case ? 
| A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was your conversation with Mr, Lennox? | 
A.—The first time I saw Mr. Lennox would be the morning of the 25th 
January of this year. : wed 
| Q.—About that matter ? | 
_  A.—Yes; on Wednesday morning I was remanded and waiting to be 
ealled to the Police Court; Mr. Lennox came along and I was with ex; 
Provincial Officer Courian. Courian kind of ‘ohobis they had me framed ; 
‘Mr. Lennox came over and said “What has happened, Frank?” 
- Q.—-He knows you very well, well enough to call you Frank ? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Lennox:—I ought to I have had him in the box often enough, 
 <A.—He said “What has happened, Frank?” So I told him. He said 
—well Alex. Courian told him also it looked to him as if they had: got Bnd 








| 
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wrong.” He said, “Come down and see me some time;” that was on the © 


25th of January. 
Mr. Raney: Did he say anything about the case? 
A.—Not then. : 
Q.—All right; go on? 
A.—So I went to see Mr. Lennox in his office some time in February, 


and I spoke to him with regard to my case not only my case, but with regard — 


to the Ontario Temperance Act also; and he said “I will phone Mr. Horkins, 
your Counsel, and see what it is.” I don’t know what Mr. Horkins said to him, 
but he said to me “Frank, they have nothing on you anyway, so don’t worry.” 
Then later on before the Grand Jury sittings, I had asked Mr. Lennox if the 
Grand Jury found no Bill against me, did I not have a redress against Law- 
rence for this charge ¢ 

Q.—For false arrest ? 


A.—Yes. He told me “Why certainly he said, they cannot take any 


man and lock him up and keep him in, and then go to the Grand Jury and 
have nothing to prove that he is guilty; why certainly, you can.” 

Q.—So he told you, he advised you that you had an action of false 
arrest against Lawrence? 

Mr. Lennox: He did not say that. 

A.—He did not advise me. 

Mr. Lennox: It would be all right if I did. 

Mr. Raney: What was it? 

A.—Why certainly he said, “You have a grand chance to get damages 
against Lawrence.” 

Q.—Then he came into the House and said what he did, what you 
heard him say ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Tried to make out you were a thug and a criminal ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Did you understand that that way? 

A.—I heard, he said “There you are; you have a man in your employ-- 
ment by the name of Budway who this year attempted to murder Mr. 
Albert Lawrence, and he is still nursed to-day by the Honorable Attorney- 
General.” 

Q.—Was that true? 

A.—No Sir, it was not. 

Q.—And he himself told you you had an action of damages against 
Lawrence ? | | 

A.—Mr. Lennox knew I was not employed by the Department, and 
had not been employed by the Department since the 31st December last. 

ear. | 
" Q.—May I say, was I correct in saying that you had come to the De 
partment voluntarily, and made this statement ¢ 
A.—After I had been charged like that by Mr. Lennox. May I state 
this ? | 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—The first time I went to Mr. Lennox’s office or before I had gone, 
I had understood there was to be $2500 spent by the Conservative Party to 
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investigate the workings of the O.T.A. Of course my not being employed, 
a married man, I thought there was a chance to pick up some of this money, 
and I had a conversation with different parties, and they advised “Sure, go 
ahead, Bud, see Lennox.” 

Q.—He was the proper party to see? 

A.—He was the gentleman that I understood was going to pull this 


stuff in the House; so I went and saw Mr. Lennox. Of course there was no 


talk about the $2500. 
Q.—Where did you see him? 
A.—In his office, corner of Adelaide and Yonge Street, room 802, 


‘Lumsden Building I think it is. 


| 









Q.—He knew you? 

A.—Oh yes. 

().—When was this? 

A.—Karly in February. So he asked me certain things that I knew, 
and I told him. 

Q.—About the Department ? 

A.—Yes, I told him, and he told me—I explained to him, I said “TI am 
out of work; this case of mine they have brought up against me has cost me 
the last hundred dollars I had for counsel fee for defending,” and he said 
“We will look after that.” 

@.—Who would look after that ? 

A.—‘“We.” He did not mention anybody. 

Q.—Look after what you had been paying to defend yourself ? 

A.—That they would look after me. 

Mr. Dewartr: Look after that, he said? 
| A.—And then I did not go again for some days afterwards, and he 
asked me about Bell, Mark Heaton. I told him Bell was a personal friend 
of Heaton’s, and that Heaton was in the city; at all events Bell and I then 
went about three days after. 

Mr. Ranny: To his office again ? 

A.—Yes; and Bel] had a private conversation with him; I was not in 
that. 

Q.—How many times altogether did you go to his office ? 

A.—I don’t know the number of times. 

Q.—Did you see Courian there? 

A.—Alex Courian ? 

Q.— Yes? 

A.—Never saw Alex Courian in the Colonel’s office, 

Q.—I had better let you go and finish your statement ? 

A.—The Colonel came to me, and I said ‘Colonel, you know the 
charges against me.” 

Q.—Colonel Lennox you mean ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—RHe is a Colonel I believe? 

A.—Yes; and I said to him “Do you think this will hurt my ease 


Mibing before the Grand Jury.’ And he said, “Frank, you can depend that 


anything that I am going to pull in the House that your name will not be 
mentioned or anybody you tell me.’ He said, “You can rely upon what 
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Tsay, because I would not do you one second’s harm.” So I took it for grant- 
ed that I was not going to be mentioned; and when I was mentioned I met 
Mr. Hales in the hallway and I told him. x 
Q.—You come and saw Mr, Lovering I believe ? 


A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Going back do you recall being at Mr. Lennox’s apartments at © 
any time ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—Where were his apartments ¢ 

At--At the time I was there he lived at the Alexandra Palace on 
University Avenue. 

Q.—When was that? 

A.—The first time? 

Q.—Yes? 

A—The first time I was at Mr. Lennox’s apartments was on Sunday 
afternoon December 18th, 1921. 

Q.—Who else were there? 

A.—How I come to go there I was at home, Provincial Officer Courian 
phoned me, and then Col. Lennox spoke to me; told me to come ahead up, 
he wanted to see me.” 

Q.—Spoke to you on the phone? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—yYou got a message from whom? 

A.—Courian. 

Q.—And then immediately afterwards I suppose, really part of the 
same message ? i 
. A.—Yes, the same message. 

Q.—Mr. Lennox himself phoned you and invited you to come to his place. 

A.—Yes. P aly 

Q.—When you went there whom did you find there? 

A.—Mr. Lennox, Courian and Louis Shamnetz. 

Q.—Is that a bootlegger ? 

A.—He was an operator. 

Q.—That is the man who was mentioned as having been convicted in 
the Police Court as a bootlegger ? 

A.—He was a bootlegger, too. 

Q.—What took place with the four of you present? 

A.—The question arose the kind of liquor that had been seized at my 
house; some time previous to that there had been a shipment of liquor I had 
eot in there through an introduction with some bootleggers—parties not 
knowing I was not still out of the Department thought I would be a good 
man to dispose of the liquor, what they had; I was introduced to them. 
Through the introduction I made arrangements for fifteen cases. of whiskey 
to come to my house, and the liquor came. A Provincial Officer seized the 
liquor. We had it arranged. 

Q.—You had arranged with the officers to seize it when it came ? 

A.—No, all the time I could not go near the office, because there was 
an employee who worked in the office who was in with these bootleggers that 
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had given me the introduction, and I did not want them to still know that 
I was at the Department, and I kept in touch with Mr. Ayearst. 

Q.—Mr. Ayearst knew all that you were doing ? 

A.—Yes. 

O.—And Officers Smythe and Baugh I believe came? 

A.—About seven o’clock in the evening. 

Q.—The same night the stuff was delivered, and seized it? 

A.—On the night of November 28th. 

Q.—Did you hear Mr. Lennox say in the House that officers Baugh 
and Smythe had gone to your place and stolen this liquor? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Was that true? 

A.—He asked me if the officers took away some liquor and I said yes. 

Q.—They came there by pre-arrangement? Ki 

A.—Mr, Ayearst sent them; they came to my house at seven o’clock. 
The first thing they did was to make sure about the liquor to see that the 
road was safe, came about half past nine, and the liquor was delivered at 
the House about half past ten. 

Q.—It was all pre-arranged with Mr. Ayearst? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—They took the liquor away ? 

A.—The liquor was kept in my house all night because it was too late 
to take away. 

Q.—We will just get back to Mr. Lennox’s apartments on Sunday even- 
ing, you discussed this matter at that time? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You gave him information about it 2 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—What else was discussed ? 

A.—The question was asked when I got in there, Courian and Sham- 
netz was sitting there; he said ‘What kind of liquor was it they got at your 
place, Frank?’ I said “Scotch Whiskey.” He turned to Shamnetz and said 
“That won’t do, Scotch Whiskey; the whiskey they got up there was rye, 
Corby’s rye and a bottle of Port Wine.” 

Q.—That that would not do because the whiskey they got up there was 
Corby’s rye and a bottle of port wine? 

A.—Yes, 
Q.—Up where? 
A.—At Sutton. You see Provincial Constable Smythe who had been 


sent to my house was one of the Provincial Constables who was in on the 


Sutton raid. ; 

Mr. Raney: I did not appreciate that. . 

Mr. Lennox: You knew all about it; he told you all this story be- 
fore. iw ond D 

Mr. Raney: Smythe who came to take this liquor away for the 


Government was one of the men who had been in the raid at the Mansion 


House on the 2nd December ? 
A.—Yes. 
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@.—And when had this incident taken place so far as the delivery of | 
the fifteen cases to your house was concerned, when had that been ? | 
A.—The 28th November. ; 
Q.—Four days before the 2nd December. Then, Mr. Lennox remarked — 
“That won’t do, because the whiskey that was seized was Corby’s,”’ what — 
was the whiskey that the officers took away from your place ? 
A.—McCaul’s Scotch. 
Q.—Then the rest of the conversation ? | 
A.—Shamnetz said “Colonel, I will get a man who will swear that 
Smythe bought the wine and whiskey from him.” 
Q.—What wine and whiskey was that? 
A.—Rye. 

-Q.—What wine and whiskey was Mr. Shamnetz going to get a man to © 
swear had been bought from a friend of his? 
A.—Corby’s rye. . 

Q.—Was that the stuff that had been seized at the Mansion House — 
at Sutton ? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—Shamnetz then said “Colonel, I will get a man to swear that this — 
stuff that was seized at the Mansion House”—that was the effect of it=— 
“this bottle of whiskey, bottle of wine, was sold to Smythe by him” ¢ 


A:—Yes. 
Q.—That was the statement ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What followed that ? 

A.—They talked over the general manner in which they pulled off the 
raid up there. The Colonel of course was angry about it. 

Q.—What did Mr. Lennox say about this proposition of Shamnetz ? 

A.—He said that was good, Lou. 

Q.—What else ? 

A.—They talked the conversation, we were all there, there was no 
secret conversation. | 

Q.—The four of you were ‘all there, Courian and Shamnetz ? 

A.—Colonel Lennox and myself. 

Q.—How long did that interview last ? 

A.—I must have been there for about two hours. 

Q.—Did you hear Mr, Lennox say in the House that he had not seen 
Courian for more than five minutes in six months | 

A—Yes. . 

Q.—Did you think at the time about this visit to his apartments on 
the 18th December? 

A.—I knew it. 

Q—You did not rise up in the gallery and say so? 

A.—I felt like it. ; 

Mr. Lennox: That would be pretty nearly six months, would it not, 
taking his statements? That is not very bad. 

Mr. Raney: Finish up your story % | 

A.—That was all of that. I stayed with Courrian and Shamnitz, and 
the Colonel went. ‘They wanted me to ride down in the car—they had. 
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Shamnitz’ car, and they said they were going down as far as the Ernescliffe 
Apartments. I did not go; I went up and took the College car, and went 
home. 

@.—Was the thing left in any definite way as to how they were going 
to account for this whiskey which was seized at the Mansion House at 
Sutton ? 

A.—I understood from Courrian, him and Shamnitz were going to in- 
vestigate for the Colonel to see who they could get to throw the mud on to 
Smythe, Provincial Constable, to try and show that Smythe had framed the 
ease. That was the interpretation of the way they spoke about it. that they 
were trying to slip one over on Smythe. 

Q.—Smythe was one of the shrimps and skunks that had gone to 
Sutton ? 

A.—I always used him as a Provincial Officer. 

@.—Was there anything said at this interview about the purpose of 
the whole of this? 

A.—Well, there was, and I don’t know whether it was on, that day or 
not, Sunday, but at all events I was told afterwards, either that day, I won’t 
say it was not that day and I won’t swear it was that day, that a man by the 
name of Hay or Hays from Newmarket had taken that liquor to the Man- 
sion House at Sutton on the night of December 2nd for the boys that were 
there, and that is the reason why Courrian and Shamnitz did not go any 
further with their investigation. 

Q.—Who said that, that Hay or Hays had taken the liquor to Sutton? 

A.—I would not be sure if it was Shamnitz or Courrian that told me, 
but I think it was Courrian. 

Q.—When did you see Col. Lennox ? 

A.—After that? 

Q.—Yes? 

A.—I saw him the Saturday morning, December 24th in the County 
Court, I was in the County Court that morning. 

Q.—Anything said about these things then? 

A.—No, the Colonel never spoke to me. 

Q.—You went to see him about this $2500 that you heard was floating 
around ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you get any of it? 

A.—About $30, $25 or $30. 

Q.—Whom did you get that from? 

A.—Col Lennox. 

Q.—How did you get it, by cash or cheque? 

A.-—Cash. 

Q.—In what denominations ? 

A.—Five dollar bills. 

Q.—How often ? 

A.—Five or six times. 

Q.—Did you hear him say in the House that he had not paid or pro 
mised one cent to anybody? 

A.—Yes Sir. | * 


/ 
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Q.—You heard that at the time? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—When were these moneys paid to you? 

A.—At different times. 

Q.—Where? 

A.—In Col. Lennox’s office. 

Q.—What for ? 

A.—For the information he was getting.. 

Q.—The information you were giving to him; about what ? 

A.—Different officers. | 

Q.—-Different officers in the employment— ? 

A.—Of the O.T.A. ) 

Q.—Ditferent O.T.A. officers; did he tell you what he wanted to do 
with this information 4 

A.—-Oh, I knew. 

Q—Whati was it? 

A.—That he was going to pull it in the House. 

Q.—What was the object of that—not just to make a noise.in the pap- — 
ers of course ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Was it because he wanted to render a public service did he tell 


you ¢ : 

A.—I don’t like to answer. 

Mr. Lennox: Go on and don’t be afraid. 

A.—He wanted to get the Attorney-General and General Elliott. 

Mr. Raney: How do you know that? 

A.—He did not have much use for you. 

Mr. Dewart: Carried. 

Mr. Raney: I think there was a well grounded suspicion abroad at 
that time before. He wanted to get the Attorney-General and General 
Elliott 2 What had General Elliott done to him? I could understand the Attor- 
ney General but why General Elliott ? 

A.—He was sore; he thought General Elliott had sent those policemen up 
to Sutton. 

Q.—What was he sore at the Attorney-General about ? 

Mr. Lennox: It would take a long time. 

Mr. Raney: What was he sore on the Attorney-General for ? 

A.—He just said you were prejudiced against the liquor end of it. 

Q.—Then you got $25 or $30; 1 suppose you did not keep books, did 


you % 
(AN ote: 
Q.—For this information 2 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Were you to get any more? 

A.—T was at Courrian’s house one Sunday in March, I think it was 
around the 26th or 27th March, the last Sunday of March anyway. 

Q.—Who else were there? 

A.—Courrian and his two nephews. 

Q.—Who else? | | . 


/ 
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A.— Myself. 

Q.—Anybody else? 

A.—Of course his family. 

Q.—Was Mr. Lennox there? ) 

A.—Yes. 

A.—About four o’clock in the afternoon Col. Lennox came and him and 
Mr. Courrian went in the parlor, and they had about half an hour or three- 
quarters of an hour’s conversation. 

Q.—You were not in on that? 

A.—No; I could hear that they were talking; and the Colonel then 
went, Courrian came over to me and he said “You don’t need to worry now; 
everything is all right; you are to get $200.” 

Q.—You say that that was immediately after Mr. Lennox had been 
closeted with Courrian for half an hour or three quarters of an hour? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In Courrian’s parlor ? 

A.—Yes. Courrian expained it right before everybody there, the two 
nephews, and then he said “‘it is all right, Bud, you are going to get a couple 
of hundred dollars; the Colonel is going to give you a couple of hundred 
dollars; go ahead and do anything he asks you to do.” 

Q.—Did you hear anything that passed between Mr. Lennox and Cour- 
rian ? 

A.—TI heard Courrian saying to the Colonel “Do you know that Bud 
is out of work?’ And he said yes. 

Q.—What followed that ? 

A.—They had quite a conversation. The Colonel had his brief bag with 
him, and some notes on him; he was asking Courrian certain questions; 
I heard him ask about certain women employed in the Department, and Cour- 
rian said yes, that he thought there were. 

Q.—Did you actually hear anything that was said by Mr. Lennox to 
Courrian about the payment to you of $200? 

A.—No, I cannot say that I actually heard the Colonel say, but Courrian 
came right out and talked right in front of his nephews. 

Q.—You said a while ago that this interview between Courrian and 
Mr. Lennox in Courrian’s house occupied about half an hour or three quarters 
of an hour? 

A.—AIl of that. 

Q.—That was only in March? 

A.—Last Sunday in March, I think it was March 26th. 

Q.—Did you remember that when you heard Mr. Lennox say in the 
House that he had not seen Courrian for more than five minutes in six 
months ? / 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you see Courrian at any other time with Mr. Lennox within 
the past six months? 

—  A.—No. 

Q.—Just those two occasions ? 

A.—tThree occasions. 

Q.—Where was the other occasion, the third occasion ? 
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A.—I saw him the first time in Mr. Lennox’s apartment; the next time 
in the corridor of the court, and the next time at Courrian’s house. 

Q.—Did anything take place with regard to the matters we are talk- 
ing about now when you saw him in the corridor ¢ 

A—The Colonel and Courrian were talking separately, privately; I 
did not hear that; I was one of Courrian’s best friends. 

Q.—How long had you been friendly with Courrian ? 

A.—About twelve years. While I am here may I state about some 
liquor that McCutcheon said we stole ? 

Q.—You may say anything you like here ¢ 

A.—On the raid on 237 Manning Avenue, where he says there were 
120 bottles of whiskey missed, I was with him on that raid. 

Q.—With the officers ? 

A. —With Provincial officer Partridge; I counted all the liquor and 
put it in the bags, and even wrote the woman a receipt for the liquor we 
were taking away; there were eight and a half dozen Scotch whiskey and 
a dozen rye whiskey. 

Q.—And the receipt is here showing that the whole that came into— ? 

A.—We phoned right at the house for a truck, Muir’s Express. They 
came and we put the liquor on the truck right out in the lane, and it went 
down with Twigley and Bell in charge up to the warehouse, and I had given 
the woman a receipt, I had wrote out a receipt, and it was signed by Pro- 
vincial officer Courrian. 

Q.—You heard Sam McCutcheon swear that there was a shortage of 
about 120 bottles ? 


A.-~Yes' Sit. 
Q.—Was that true? 
A+~_No’Sir. 


Q.—Was there any shortage ? 

A.—No shortage whatever. The reason why we did not take the whole 
ease of liquor over to court as an exhibit, it was only necessary for one bottle. 
This stuff was all put in a bag. 

Q.—McCutcheon also stated in his evidence that you had told him, Mc- 
Cutcheon, that Courrian had framed him, McCutcheon, in a still case, did 
you tell McCutcheon that? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—That is untrue too 4 

A.—Yes, absolutely. 

Q.—Somebody has said or suggested that Courrian had a frame-up 
method, that he framed cases on other officers; you say you knew Courrian 
well for years? 

A.—I was Courrian’s partner before this Government came in; we 
travelled the Province of Ontario together. Alex Courrian was a man be- 
yond reproach. 

Q.—That is your experience ? 

A.—You could not fix Courian. Alex Courian was a man fair-minded; 
I have seen them get people who were selling liquor without a license poor 
and hard up, and Alex Courian would go to the Chief and ask him to be 
let off. Alex. Courian was not a man you could buy. 
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Q.—Up to what time were you with him? 

A.—Courian resigned on the 16th October. 

Q.—You were more or less with him all the time? 

A.—AIl the time. 

Q.—A great deal has been said about him, and he is not here? 

A.—McCutcheon would not say it if Courian was here. 

Q.—You never knew Courian to do an improper thing ? 

A.—Never in my life. 

Q.—Did you hear Mr. Ayearst’s evidence yesterday ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did he agree with that ? 

A.—Absolutely. He talks about the Davis case on Jarvis Street. There 
was no one in the office only Courian, Twigley and myself, and Sam Mc- 
Cutcheon came in and reported this Joe Davis case on Jarvis Street; we 
went over there, Twigley and Courian and myself with McCutcheon. He 
got the bottle, and he came out and we went back into the house with him. 
Davis was in the hallway. ‘Courian said “How much liquor have you got in 
this house, Davis?” He said, “Only one more bottle.” Courian says, “Get 
on your hat, you are arrested for selling.” There was nobody at home. Mrs. 
Davis was out, and I stayed on the veranda until they came back from No. 
1 police station. We searched the house and all we found was one bottle 
more, besides the one we had bought. 

Q.—Did Courian give the information to Mr. Lennox? 

A.—I do not know that. 


By Mr. Lennox: 
~ Q.—You say that McCutcheon committed perjury when he swore that 

there was a frame-up, Courian framed him up? 

A.—He knew it was not a frame-up. 

Q.—He perjured himself ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—If I said that the Government had in their employ a perjurer would 
that be telling the truth ? 

A.—He is not in their employ. 

Q.—When he says— 

Mr. Raney: He was then. 

Mr. Lennox: McCutcheon would not be telling the truth? 

A.—He did not swear to this when he was in the employment of the 
Government. 

Q.—You say he was a perjurer on more than one occasion ! 

A.—I say he did not tell the truth there; he said Courian framed him. 

Q.—He was under oath the same as you are! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that there is one perjurer we have got. 

Mr, Raney: Ex post facto perjurer. 

Mr. Lennox: You brought this on yourself now. nk | 

Q.—Did you hear Harry McCutcheon give his evidence in this room ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did he tell the truth? 


~ 
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A.—No Si. 
Q.—That is two perjurers ! 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Raney: Two ex post facto perjurers 4 
A.—Swore about the Sunday case. 

Mr. Lennox: That was not true? 

A.—About us going upstairs; he was absolutely a ies he knew it. 

Q.—A deliberate perjurer ? 

A.—When he said we left liquor there ? 

Q.— Yes? 

A.—Yes, certainly. 

Q.—Let us see about you; you are quite a friend of mine? 

A.—I was until you charged me in the House. 

Q.—You were a friend of mine by reason of the fact that I have had 
you under cross-examination in a number of cases ¢ 

A.—Several cases. 

Q.—You brought up the Nurey case, what did you do there? 

A.—Swore I bought liquor there. 

Q.—What did the Judge say? 

A.—WNothing, only aisintasedd the case. You told him afterwards he 
was pretty lucky, that you thought he was selling it. 

Q.—If the Judge had haligsed what you said that woman would have 
been convicted ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The Judge did not believe what you told him? And he dismissed 
the case ? 

_A.—I was not the only one. 

Q.—What evidence did you give? 

A.—I swore I went in with the deceased man Matchett that was mur- 
dered, and there was argument over the cheque, and that I would not buy 
the bottle while Matchett was there because he had passed a phoney cheque 
on me, and I went out, came back five or ten minutes afterwards and got the 
bottle and came back in. 

-Q.—You swore you bought a bottle of whiskey ¢ 

A.—I did buy it. 

Q.—You pledged your oath at that trial that you had bought a bottle 
of whiskey from Mrs. Nurey, is that right ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You did not hesitate at all, you did not quibble or equivocate, you 
swore you had bought it? 

A.—lI had bought it. 

Q.—The Judge did not believe you? 

A.—No, although they found the marked money too. 

Q.—That makes it all the worse for you. That is three we got. That 
is not the only case in which you gave evidence that the Judge did not 
believe you ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did not accept your testimony ? 

A.—Did not accept it. 
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@.—Because he did not believe it? 
A.—Because the bootleggers pull such stuff, and you know it; why, they 
come right over to you, and just there in the month of August I was offered 
$1,000 in the police court, in the corridor of the police court to let a woman 
down light, and when I refused it and went in to give my evidence the 
case was dismissed, although I could have made a thousand out of it. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Who offered the thousand dollars? 

A.—Esther Grosman. 

Q.—What is she, a bootlegger ? 

A.—Yes; her husband murdered Matchett. 

Q.—Do you mean to say the Judge was deceived or made a mistake, is 
that it ? 

A.—I say the tactics of counsel for the defence, it does not matter who 
the man is, you lawyers pull and try to pull the worst things on a man that 
gets in the box, and at the same time know he is telling the truth. 

Q.—How about the bootlegger 4 

A.—The whole trouble is the salary with the Department is $125 a 
month; the minimum fine is $200, and the maximum $2,000. The majority 
of these bootleggers’ places you buy a bottle for seven dollars, and they go 
in and they will probably find twenty or forty cases of whiskey; the boot- 
legger knows if he is convicted not only is he going to be fined, but he loses 
his thirty or forty or fifty cases, which amounts into an enormous sum of 
money, and’ he will do anything in 'God’s world to beat you. 

Q.—John Smith is a bootlegger we will say, and you are an operator, 
and you lay information against John Smith; now, he comes into court and 
you give your evidence first, don’t you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You are protected by whom ? 

A.—Not protected by anybody. 

Q.—Who examines, who represents the Crown ? 

A.—The Crown Attorney. 

Q.—And he brings out all the evidence on behalf of the Crown? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then after he gets through you are cross-examined by these lawyers 
that you speak of ? 
| A.—Counsel for the defence. 
Q.—And after he gets through with you then the bootlegger, the man who 
is accused, he and his witnesses are put in the box 4 





A.—Yes. 

Q.—And he is examined by his counsel ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And then he is cross-examined by the Crown? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that the whole case is thoroughly ventilated before the Judge? 
A.—Yes, he will bring an alibi to swear he was some place else when 


| you were in the house. | 
Q.—I say the whole case is heard by the Judge? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And as a result of the evidence that is brought out for or on be- 
half of the Crown he decides, is that right ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in this case and others after all that was gone into, the Judge 
refused to convict on your evidence ? ; 

A.—In some cases. 

Q.—In some cases? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you know a man named Hays? 
A.—I do, ‘sir. 


Q.—What is his first name? 

A.—Norman Cecil I think. 

Q.—Let me read you something: “On the 25th November, 1921, I was 
approached by an operator of Mr. Hammond’s by the name of Norman Cecil — 
Hayes”—is that true ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—“Who told me that Mr. Flack had a party who wanted to sell some — 
liquor’—is that true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who is Mr. Flack ? 

A.—He used to be a chauffeur for Mr. Hammond. 

Q.—Is he with the Government now ? 

_A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Has he left the Government to your knowledge? 

A.—The last I knew .of him he was still in the Government. 

Q.—Was Hayes an operator with the Government ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“On November 25th, 1921, I was approached by an operator of Mr. 
Hammond’s by the name of Norman Cecil Hayes, who told me that Mr. 
Flack had a party who wanted to sell some liquor”—were Flack and Hayes 
upon that occasion in the employ of the Government ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“‘Mr. Hayes got Flack from the License Department office who intro- 
duced me to Arthur Farney, for the object of purchasing liquor”—is that true ? 

A.—That is true. 

- Q.—That is that these two operators, Hayes introduced you while an 
operator to Flack, while he was an operator, and Flack introduced you to 
a man from whom you could purchase liquor 4 

A.—That is it. 

Q.—“Flack, Farney and Hayes, all thought that I was not connected with 
the Department at this time as I was on the outside doing special work for 
Provincial Inspector Ayearst”—is that true ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“I went and saw Mr. Farney on the morning of the 25th, at his 
place of business 112 Broadview Ave.,”—is Farney the man Flack the 
Government employee introduced you to? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“I told him that I would have to have a sample of it to make sure 
that it was not moonshine whiskey”—is that true ? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—“On Saturday the 26th, he phoned my house two o’clock, and 
told me if I met him at three o eibek at the corner of Simcoe and Giaeen he 
would give me the sample I asked for. I met him as arranged”—is that true? 

A~Yres. 

Q.—Did ‘he have the sample there? 

A.—Not at that time. 

Q.—Who was with him? 

A.—F lack. 

Q.—‘‘He was in company with Flack. He gave the bottle to M. C. 
Hayes, who in turn handed it over to me’”—is that right ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Flack and Hayes were both Government operators, and while in the 
employ of the Government four or five months ago Hayes introduced you 
to Flack ? 


A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And Flack introduced you to Farney ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And that introduction was for the purpose of buying illegal whiskey ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—To the knowledge of Flack and Hayes? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—And then at a subsequent appointment Farney gave a bottle of whis- 

key to Hayes, is that correct ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And at the time that he gave the bottle of whiskey to operator Hayes, 
Flack another operator, was present and knew what was going on ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“I met him as arranged. He was in company with Flack. He gave 
the bottle to N. C. Hayes, who in turn handed it over to me. I took it to 
my home’’—you say of course they did not know you were in the employ of 

the Government at that time ? 

A.—They thought I was out. 

Q.—They thought you were a bootlegger ? 

A.—Yes, they thought I could dispose of it; they thought I was going 
into bootlegging. 

Q.—And these two Glorotindisnt operators were willing to cell liquor to 
a bootlegger ? 

A.—Yes. 
re Q.— Although they themselves at the time were engaged in looking after 
the enforcement of the Liquor License Act ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And upon their evidence upon many occasions, although they were 
willing on this occasion to break the law themselves by selling the liquor, they 
“have gone into the witness box and have given their etidenne and many men 
have been fined, and I suppose many men are still in prison as the result of 
their evidence, is that true? 
| A.—Of course I did not know what — 
| Q.—You have heard them in the box, is that true? 
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A.—I have never heard Hayes nor Flack in the box. 

Q.—You have known they gave evidence? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—You know as the result of the evidence of these two men who were 
willing to break the law and did break the law many men were convicted 

A.—TI do not know how many cases. They were employed by Mr. Ham- 
mond. 

Mr. Raney. Mr. Hammond will tell us all about it. I understand that 
Flack was working under his instructions, but we will find out from Mr. 
Hammond. Neither of these men are now with the Department. Hayes 
was dismissed in November and Flack was dismissed about three weeks ago. 

Mr. Lennox: If Flack was dismissed six weeks ago and this occurred in 
November, he would be in the Department three or four months after this 
occurred, if that statement of the Attorney-General is true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I want you to tell me first did you report— 

How. Mr. Raney: Mr. Hammond will say, I understand, that Flack was 
arranging this matter for him. 

Mr. Lennox: Don’t you get so anxious; you are going to get in the box. 

Hon. Mr. Rayey: I am ready, to-day if there is time. 

Mr. Lennox: I don’t care when you will get in. 

Q.—When I was interrupted I was saying that if that statement made by 
the Attorney-General is true, Flack remained with the Department some three 
or four months after this took place. Let me see the report that you sent 
in to the Government about that—to whom did you send it? 

A.—I don’t know; I think it was Chief Ayearst. 

Q.—What was that report? 

A.—On the Monday or Saturday, on the Saturday I had told Chief 
Ayearst that to my astonishment Flack and them were making me acquainted 
with some bootleggers—Flack and Hayes. 

Q.—Flack and Hayes? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that at the time these men were committing this illegal act you 
reported to Mr. Ayearst ? | 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—So that you yourself knew that men in his employ or in the employ 
of the Department, were engaged in the illicit sale of hquor? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Is it possible this man Hayes was kept on, was he kept on after that ? 

A.—Yes, let go in November, I would not say exactly the date, but at 
that time I understood he was— 

- Q.—You have a copy of the report that you sent in to Mr. Ayearst; let 
us have it? 


A.—I have not got it. 8 
Q.—Did not you keep a copy? 
A.—WNo Sir. | 


Q.—What did you say in that report, before I read it? 
A.—I told the Chief those men were mixed up with the bootleggers. 
Q.—Mixed up with the bootleggers ? 
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A.—And I did not know whether they were trying to pull something 
on me or not. 

Q.—Is this in your report ? 

A.—I really do not remember; I don’t think it was in. 

Q.—You told them that these men were in the employ of the Govern- 
ment were mixed up as bootleggers ? 

A.—No, mixed up with the bootleggers. 

Q.—What else did you say in your report ? 

A.—I cited the two names, Farney and Hayes. 

Q.—Did you give them the full particulars of what had taken place 
between you and these two Government operators ? 

A.—I think I did. . 

Q.—So that since last November the Chief Inspector in the employ of 
the Department knew that these two men who were engaged to enforce the 


Liquor License Act were themselves mixed up with bootleggers ? 


A.—Well, as I say, Hayes and Farney were under Hammond. 

Q.—AIL right— 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: Hayes and Flack you mean? 

A.—Yes. Because I was in a different department altogether; I did 
not work with Hammond; I worked with Mr. Montgomery’s office. 

Mr. Lennox: Is this correct before we put it on file, that Mr. Ayearst, 
over your signature, had a report which stated that two employees of the 
Government were mixed up with spotters? 

A.—With bootleggers, yes. | 

Q.—And that report contained the particulars in connection with the 
sale or alleged sale of this whiskey ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—So if anybody were to say in the House that there was not an 
atom of truth in the charge, that the Department knew not only that there 


_ were these crooks or criminals in the Department, but that they kept them on 











after it was brought to their notice, that charge would be true, would it not 4 
A.—As far as I would say yes, sure, that charge was true. me 
Q.—Let me read a little more: “He gave the bottle to N. \C. Hayes’”—in 


company with Flack—‘“who in turn handed it over to me. I took it to my 
home and immediately communicated with Chief Inspector Ayearst’’—is 


that true? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Immediately reported to Ayearst 
A.—By phone. 


Q.—You had got the bottle from two Provincial Operators, and as soon 
as you got home— ? 
A.—I did not get it from them; Farney and Flack were together, Hayes 


and I were together. 


Q.—And Flack handed it to Farney 4 
A.—No, Farney handed it to Hayes. 
Q.—In the presence of Flack 4 
-A.—Yes. | 
Q.—How long was it after this motion of Farney’s took place that you 


reported to Mr. Ayearst 
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A.—An hour. 

-Q.—So that according to your testimony within one hour from the time 
of the illegal act it was in the knowledge of the Chief Inspector, in the Attor- 
ney-General’s Department, Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—I communicated with Mr. Ayearst at his home. 
Q.—You telephoned him ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Within an hour? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—I did not know it was that soon. “I took it to my home,” that is 
the bottle of whiskey, “and immediately communicated with Chief Inspector 
Ayearst who ordered me to proceed with the case as far as they wanted me 
to. On Monday the 28th, I phoned Farney telling him that the whiskey was 
moonshine ? | 

Q.—On Monday ? 

A.—On Monday, yes. 

Q.—“He asked me to come to his place of business at 2 o’clock in the 
afternoon, as he had some other stuff’’—is that true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—‘“I went to his place. While there he gave me a sample of Irish 
whiskey’’—is that true ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“He asked me if I would like to buy some gin and I told him I 
would”’—is that true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“‘He took me to William Lyons at 122 Eastern Ave., where I got a 
bottle of gin known as John De Kuypers, and paid Lyons seven dollars for 
the bottle’—is that true ? 

A.—I gave Farney the money, and Farney paid for the bottle. 

Q.—You gave him seven dollars ? 

4 A.—Yes. 

Q.—Tell me what action if anything, was taken against William Lyons, 

at 122 Eastern Ave., when he sold you that bottle of De Kuypers gin ! 


: 


A.—There was no action taken at that time, but later on in the night 


we raided his place. 

Q.—Did you get anything ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What did you get? 

A.—Some gin, some Scotch whiskey. 

@.—Was he convicted ? 

A.—He was. 

Q.—“I then made arrangements with Farney to bring fifteen cases of 
Scotch whiskey to my house at 10.30 that night’—1is that true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“I then reported to Chief Inspector Ayearst in regard to what had 
happened. He sent two Provincial Constables to my house at 277 Silver 
Birch Ave.,”—is that where you live? 

A.—Yes. 
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| Q.—“‘They arrived at about 7.30. Provincial Constable Smythe and Pro- 
- vincial Constable Baugh”’—is that true 4 
: A.—That was the name. 

Q.—Are they both working for the Department at the present moment ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Are you sure you do not know? 

A.—I do not know; I have never seen them. 
Q.—Any reason to think they are not? 

A.—No. 

Q.—You heard Baugh is down at Peterborough—? 

A.—I heard he was at Brantford. 

Q.—You know Smythe is working for the Department here ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—He is one gentleman that, distinguished himself at Sutton. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: One of the Sutton gentlemen. 
| Mr. Lennox: To tell you the God’s truth I think more of Smythe than 

I think of you. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I will be prepared to give evidence on that point if 
you are. I will be prepared anyway whether you are or not. 

Mr. Lennox: “At 9.40 p.m. Mr. Farney came to my house and told me 
- that the liquor would be delivered at 10.15”—is that true? 
| A.—That is correct. 

Q.—“At 10.25 the liquor came to my house. W. Palmer came to the 
door and said that all he got was fourteen cases of Scotch whiskey’’—is that 
im ¢rue. 
| A.—Yes. 

Q.—‘“I told him to bring it in, and he did. The arrangements were that 
after the delivery of the first case to me at my house I was to pay the money 
which was $570. Walter Samler, 30 Bright Street, was in charge of the 
truck which had the liquor. He brought in a bag consisting of two dozen 
bottles of Scotch whiskey.”’ This is the liquor that Flack, the operator, put 
‘you in touch with, or put you in touch with the man who owned it, Farney, 
it is the same man ? 

A.—Yes. 
| Q.—Provincial Officer Baugh, who was in the kitchen came in and 
arrested him. The liquor was then all placed in my house over night. Walter 
Samler, Palmer and Farney were all locked up on a charge of B.O.T.A., in 
No. 10 Police Station. -We then searched William Lyon’s place at 122 
_ Eastern Ave., and placed him under arrest on a charge of selling liquor. We 
found in his place six dozen McCaul’s Scotch whiskey, twenty-two bottles 
John De Kuypers gin—is that correct? 

~  A.—Found quite a lot of stuff; I do not really remember the amount. 

Q.—Listen to this, “Arthur Farney told me that Flack had told him that 
I was the right man to get in with to sell the liquor as I knew all the 
 bootleggers”—is that true? 

} A.—That is true. 

Q.—I will read it again? 

A.—That is true. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He says that it is true. 
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Mr. Lennox: I am going to conduct this in my own way. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Of course you will take all the time that is necessary. — 

Mr. Lennox: “Arthur Farney told me that Flack had told him that I 
was the right man to get in with to sell the liquor as I knew all the boot- 
leggers. He said he wanted to drop Flack, as he had to pay him $2.50 on — 
each case he sold?” / 

A.—$2.50 or $3.00 was his commission. 

Q.—That is this Government operator who was going out to the country © 
getting information for infractions of the law was getting a commission of © 
$2.50 or $3.00 a case on all liquor he was instrumental in selling ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hoy. Mr. Raney: That is what Farney told you? 

A.—That is what Flack told me. 

Mr. Lennox: You cannot put any words in the witness’s mouth. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I am glad you approve of his evidence. 

Mr. Lennox: I suppose I would be right in saying, as suggested by my 
friend Mr. McCrea, that this man could easily be recognized as a Departmental — 


bootlegger 4 
A.—Who is that? 
Q.— Flack ? 


A.—F lack, of course. 

Q.—That would be about right ? 

A.—Evidently it appeared to me that he was out to make some money — 
out of the bootlegging. | ; 

~ Q.—TLet us see who Flack is, Flack is chauffeur for Mr. Hammond, 
Provincial Officer for the Ontario License Board, was he at that time? 

A.—He was at that time, and an operator as well. 

Q.— ‘While waiting for liquor to be delivered by Farney, Provincial 
Officers Baugh Smythe and myself drank two bottles of gin”—how is that? 

A.—Not before them, did not drink it all before them. 

Q.—While waiting for liquor to be delivered by Farney, “Provincial 
Officers Baugh, Smythe and myself drank two bottles of gin”—is that true? 

A.—No. 

@.—When did you drink it? 

A.—We drank some then and some after. 

Q.—You. drank it the same night ? 

, A.—Yes. 

Q.—‘“‘When the said Provincial Officers’”—that is Smythe and Baugh— 
“left my house, they took with them each a bottle of Scotch whiskey being 
part of the lot that we had seized’’—was that true? 

A.—Yes. 

().—What became of the two bottles ? 

A.—You did not ask me that. I think they used it for evidence. ~ 

Q.—Will you swear to it? 

A.—They produced liquor in Court. 

Q.—Will you swear they used those two bottles ? 

A.—I won’t swear. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: They each took away one bottle, and two bottles were 
produced in Court as evidence. 7 
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Mr. Lennox: He does not say so. 

Q.—Where was the whiskey taken that was seized ? 

A.—That night ? 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—Left in my house. 

Q.—Where was it ultimately taken ? 

A.—To the warehouse. 

Q.—Did you give evidence ? 

A.—In that case, yes. 

Q.—Will you swear you did not produce the bottle of whiskey that was 
used as evidence in order to obtain a conviction ? 

A.—It was handed over to me after the trial; the Crown Attorney 
handed it to me. 

Q.—So you did produce it, did you produce it? 

A.—It was brought over to Court by Provincial Officer Baugh, from 
Inspector Ayearst’s office. 

Q.—Not only did you make a report of what had taken place, but did 
Baugh make a report ? 

A.—He made a report to General Elliott. 

Q.—So that Inspector Ayearst not only had your report but General 
Elliott had the report of Provincial Officer Baugh, who is so far as you 
know employed at the present time by the Government at Brantford ? 

A.—As far as I know. 

Q.—Now, Norman Hayes was the man that brought you in contact with 
Flack; what became of him ? 

A.—He was dismissed. 

Q.—What for? 

A.—TI really cannot say, but I think it was for drunkenness. 

Q.—I will read it to you, would this be true: “Norman C. Haynes, one 
of the operators, was charged with being drunk and raising a disturbance in 
the basement of 46 Richmond Street West”—he was not charged in the 
Police Court; he was drunk there at 46 Richmond St. West. 

Q.—‘‘Leslie Trubell was also drunk with Hayes’”—who was he ? 

A.—Hayes’ partner. 

Q@.—An operator ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—‘I reported this matter in writing to Inspector Ayearst, who took 
the matter up with Gen. Elliott”—is that right ? 

A.—I did. 

Q.—tTell me whether this man Trubell, whom you reported as being 
drunk at 46 Richmond Street West, is or is not in the employ of the Govern- 
ment ? 

A.—As far as I know he is. 

Q.—‘Trubell was not discharged and is still in the employ of the 
Government.” For the information of the gentlemen of this Commission, 
what is at 46 Richmond St. West? 

A.—Well, up till the beginning of this year that used to be where the 
officers were. 

Q.—That was the headquarters of the License Department ? 
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A,—Of the License Board. 

Q.—And was that the headquarters of the operators? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And where would they congregate? Did they have a room which 
they would occupy when not out on commission { 

A.—Mr. Hammond had a number of operators, Mr. Montgomery was Pro- 
vincial Officer, Provincial Officer Courrian, and Provincial Officer Partridge, 
and Bell and Twigley and Sam Dunn and myself in Mr. Montbomery’s office ; 
of course Hammond had a number. 

Q.—When you were not on duty was it a customary thing to meet ina 
certain room at the building ? 

A.—Of course we never associated with Hammond’s men. 

Q.—You say they were not respectable enough ? 

A.—Personally I had no use for Hammond; that is probably why I did 
not associate. 

Q.—You had a place of meeting there, a room? 

A.—Their operators were in one room and ours was in another. 

Q.—In the room where the operators were was there any liquor? 

A.—Where Mr. Hammond’s operators was there was, but where we 
were there was liquor but it was locked up; Mr. Montgomery took particular— 

Q.—Mr. Montgomery was over you { 

A.—He was City Inspector. 

Q.—When you seized liquor Mr. Montgomery would lock it up 2 

A.—If£ it was only a couple of bottles immediately there was a seizure 
stamp taken and the name where it came from and the address, and how 
much was paid for it, and that was immediately put in the cupboard, but if 
there were cases, fifteen or eighteen cases immediately Mr. Montgomery 
would phone for a truck and have it removed to the warehouse; it never came 
to the office. 

Q.—What was the plan adopted by Mr. Hammond when his officers 
seized liquor ? 

A.—That room where the operators was seemed to be like a store room. 

Q.—Was the liquor available if an operator wanted it? 

A.—I never was in there, but from what I could see as you go by I 
should think myself it would be a matter of a cinch to pick up a bottle. 

Q.—And walk off with it? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: An operator could steal a bottle if he wanted to? 

A.—Yes, in some cases you can, you would find a case with nine bottles in 
and a whole lid right off, and they would bé on top. 

Mr. Lennox: Is this 46 Richmond Street West, the headquarters of Mr. 
Ayearst, the man to whom you reported ? 

A.—It was at that time. 

Q.—Where did these men get the whiskey they got drunk on? 

A.—I do not know on that score. 

Q.—Where did you find them drunk? 

A.—In the basement. I will tell you now if you will let me explain 
how that happened. I was in the office; I had just come back from lunch. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: When was this? 
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A.—TI think this would be around September or October last, and I was 
in that office, I just came back from lunch, in Mr. Montgomery’s office, 
when the elevator man came to me and he said, “There are two of your men, 
two of them downstairs drunk, I wish you would come down and see if you 
could get them out of here,” and so thinking there was perhaps somebody that 
belonged to our office I went down, and as soon as I seen they were Ham- 
-mond’s men I got out. 
Mr. Lennox: You reported ? 
A.—Yes; I told Mr. Ayearst. 
| Q.—Were they in the cellar drunk at the time and at the moment you 
reported to Mr. Ayearst ? 
A.—No, the Chief was out at lunch at that time, but immediately on 
his return I reported it. 
Q.—Where were these two men Trubell and Hayes, when you reported to 
Mr. Ayearst ? : 
| A.—I understand ex-Provincial Officer Smith had taken them out. 
Hon, Mr. Raney: I understand Mr. Lennox has been reading from a 
‘statement signed by this witness; I ask that he hand it in as an exhibit. 
, Mr. Lennox: With a great deal of pleasure. (Handing in statement). 
Hon. Mr. Ranuy: I suppose this was the stuff you were paid for. 
Mr. Lennox: If I paid him for that he certainly earned his money. 
Q.—Do you know a man by the name of Louis Shamnetz, that is the 
one you spoke of ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—That man who was an employee of the Government? 
A. Yes. 


Q.—He was employed by the government after he was charged or con- 
victed of himself being a bootlegger ? 

A.—Yes. 

_ Q.—After he was charged and after he was tried and convicted of being 
a bootlegger he was employed by this government, was not he? 

A.—I know he was employed. 

_ How. Mr. Raney: What year was that ? 

) A.—I don’t think he was employed, not with this government. 
Q.—By the previous government ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you know as a matter of fact that he was engaged 
oy this government ? ie | 
f A.—No. 
Q.—Let me read a question put on the order paper by Mr. Ireland: 
‘Had or has the government in its employ operators Cecil Flack, Norman 
-. Hayes, John E. King, Louis Shamnetz, James O’Leary, William Hallam 
enior?” The answer of the Attorney-General is “yes”, except King and 
dallan. Does that bring anything to your recollection ? 

A.—If that is the answer he must have been employed. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: At what time was that? Will you give me the page 
£ the return ? ; 
Mr. Lennox: I cannot give you the page. It would be about in 
"ebruary; it was early in the Session. 


I—J-22-v2. 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: Your question is it 

Mr. Lennox: Mr. Ivreland’s. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: “Had or has”’—that is quite different. 

Mr. Lennox: I am not a bit particular whether it is “has” or “had”. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: Mr. Ayearst says it is more than two years. 

Mr. Lennox: Mr. Ayearst won’t swear to that under oath. 

Mr. Avzarsr: I will verify it before I do. He was let out I think 
about two years last January. 

Mr. Lennox: Look it up. 

Mr. Avrarst: At least he went; the whole of the force at that time — 
was let go at one time. , 

Mr. Lennox: Do you know a man by the name of Wesley J. Robinson ? 


eee bh 

Q.—He was an operator in the employment of the Department? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you remember in a case against Defalco he was to give evidence ! 
A.—Yes. 


‘Q.—Do you remember what the government or the department had to do- 
to get him to give evidence, where was he ¢ 

A.—He got arrested for being drunk. 

Q.—And the government got him out of jail and paid his fine so that 
lhe would be able to go into the box next day and give evidence ? 

A.—Not the next day. 

Q.—Monday morning ? 


A.—Monday or Tuesday the case came up, one of those days; I won't 


say the government paid his fine; Partridge went over and paid his fine. 
Q.—Who was Partridge ? | 
A.— Provincial Officer | 
Q.—So Partridge paid the fine of this man W. J. Robinson so that he 
would be released from jail in order to go into the witness box to give 
evidence against some person that was charged with a violation or breach 
of the Ontario Temperance Act? 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Was he in jail? | | 
A.—No, he was not in jail. | 
Mr. Lennox: I know where he was? | 
A.—He was locked up on Friday night in No. 2 Police Station. ) 
Q.—He was kept in jail? | 
A.—Till Saturday in the Police Station. | 
Q.—The Police Station is jail, he was in a cell, behind the bars, and | 
he was gotten out by reason of a Provincial Officer coming to his rescue | 
and paying his fine ? | 
A.—By his fine being paid | 
Q.—He was charged on that occasion with committing a breach of 
the Ontario Temperance Act? \ 
| 


y 





A.—Robinson. | 
Q.—Who was the man that you caught? 
A.—Defaleo. 


Q.—Defaleo was charged by the Department with having violated the 
Ontario Temperance Act by selling liquor ? | 
| 
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A.—156 Chestnut Street. 

Q.—And one of the men who was to give evidence to support that 
conviction was a man who had to be taken out of the Police Station, being 
then confined for being drunk, that is right ? : 

{ A.—He was arrested for drunkenness. 

Q.—And that very same man who had been incarcerated behind the 
bars of a police station was after he had been taken out by a police officer, 
put into the box, and as a result of his evidence with others, there was a 
conviction @ ; | 

A.—I do not know; I was not over at Court when he gave evidence. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: As a matter of fact was there any case pending at 
that time in which he was wanted as a witness? 

A.—Yes, Defaleo had already been caught. 

) Q.—Would there be any reason why a man who had become intoxicated 
should not tell the truth? 

Mr. Lennox: That is for the public. 

A.—There are lots of times that I would state that I have had two. 
drinks of liquor at some of these joints and that I would be absolutely not 
able to remember where I was or how I was. 

Hon, Mr. Ranzy: Because of the quality of the liquor ? 

A.—Absolutely. 

Mr. Lennox: He was convicted and had to pay $10? 

_A.—He was fined $10. 

Q.—For what, being drunk ? 

A.—Drunkenness. | 

Q.—Now was that fellow called on, on Monday or Tuesday to give 
evidence ? OM 

A.—TI think so; I will not swear he was. 

Q.—He gave evidence ? 

A.—I think he did. | 

Q.—So that we have here representing the Attorney-General’s Depart- 
ment a man who had to be taken out of jail and whose fine was paid 
by the Provincial Officer, to give evidence in a charge against a man alleged 
to be violating the law, is that true ? 

A.—Do you figure that because a man gets under the influence of 
liquor that he is a criminal ? ays is 
 Q.—No, is that correct or not? 

_. Tue Crarrman: Why not let him answer in his own way? 

A.—I tell you once these bootieggers get to know you are on the 
Department he will slam you anyway prey 

Q.—Will the reporter read the last question ? 
(The reporter reads the question: “@Q.—So that we have here representing 
the Attorney-General’s Department a man who had to be taken out of jail 
and whose fine was paid by the Provincial Officer, to give evidence in a 
charge against a man alleged to be violating the law, is that true ab 

A.—Because he did not have $10 to pay his own fine Partridge gave 
$10 to pay. | 

~ Q—I want to know if this Partridge is the man who beat up the 
Crown Attorney at Fort Frances? 
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Av-—Yes, 
Q.—The same fellow ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What became of him—Partridge did beat up the Crown Attorney? 
A.—As far as I know 
Q.—He was convicted and paid $100? 

A.—yYes. A lot more that should be beat up too. 

| Q.—I hope there are not any more Crown Attorneys. Where did this 

Provincial Officer Partridge beat up this other official of the Attorney- 

General, in the Court or out of it? 
he, i do not know; I did not know anything about him until you pulled 

it out on him in the Nurey ease. 
Q.—I was acting for Nurey ? 





A v3 e: | 

Q.—Naturally he got off? . 
A.—He got off. 

Q.—Partridge gave evidence in that case? 

A,—Yes. 


Q.—And you heard him admit under oath and under cross-examination 
that he had beaten up the Crown Attorney ? | 
A.—I think you said—he had got out of the witness box and then he 
was recalled for something else, ae you stood up and said “Oh, no, r 
remember now, you are the man that hit the Crown Attorney at Fort F rances | 
and was fined $100 were not you?” 
Q.—What did he say ¢ . 
A.—He said yes. | 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I am told that it was Mr. Montgomery who paid: 
the $10 fine of this man Robinson, and that it was deducted from Robinson’s 
pay! | 
A.—Yes, it was deducted from his pay; I knew that. ; | 
Q.—I am told it was not Partridge that paid it, but Montgomery, the 
superior officer; that may be better for “Mr. Lennox’s purpose ? 
A. Somebody | 
Q.—Mr. Lennox: You saw that money paid, you were in Court and. 
saw it paid? | 
A.—When I heard about Robinson being arrested | 
Q.—You were in Court when that money was paid in the Police Court? 
A.—No, I was not in the Police Court; I was in the corridor of the’ 
Court; I was not in the same room. 
Q.—Did you see the money paid at all? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Who told you it was paid by Partridge? 
A.—I understood it was Partridge that paid it. 
Q.—Have you any reason to doubt it? 
A.—No; somebody said “Montgomery and Partridge walk over and’ 
see how it 5.” 
Q.—Who said that? _ 
A.—Somebody suggested it. 
().—In 46 Richmond Street ? 


| 


ge 














EORGE V. , | APPENDIX No. 2. 515 


_  <A.—Yes, some of the boys said they were sorry to see him arrested. 
_ Q.—Some of the operators or Provincial Officers ? 
! A.—Some of the officers. 
Q.—At the headquarters suggested that Partridge, and who else? 
A.—It might have been Partridge suggested it himself. 
Q.—That they would go over and get this man out of jail? 
A.—They would pay his fine. 
Q.—To get him out of jail? 
— A.—Yes. 
m@ Hon. Mr..Ranny: What kind of a fellow is Robinson ? 
_ A.—He is a mighty fine fellow ; he is really a fine fellow. 
| (.—He made a lapse at this time? 
A.—As I say these bootleggers will slip you anything they can. 
— Q.—I understand Robinson is now employed by one of the Express Com- 
panies as a driver? 
A,—I don’t know; he was a chauffeur previous to coming to the depart- 
ment. 
Q.—You say he is a fine fellow ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Is he a returned soldier too ? 
A.—I cannot say. 
_ Mr. Harr: With regard to this $10 that you heard them saving some- 
body ought to go over and pay the $10, was it of their own volition, a friendly 
act among themselves, or was it instigated by the Department? 
_ A.—No, no, he was drunk, the boys felt sorry. 
Q.—Just as a friendly act? 
A.—Yes, they felt sorry. 
Mr. Lennox: Do you know a man named Norman CG. Hayes? 





- 
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| A.—Yes. 
Q.—He was in the employ of the Department? 
i" _A.—Yes. 


Q.—In what capacity ? 

A.—An operator. 

Q.—He was a violator of the law was not he? 

A.—He is the one who made me acquainted with Farney. - 
Q.—You knew I suppose that he was charged with the B.O.T.A. or 
reaking the law selling liquor? 

 A,—Who? 

Q.—Hayes ? 

'A.—Never heard of it in my life. 

Q.—John E. King, you know him? 

A.—Only to see him. 

= Q.—Do you know W.. J. O’Leary? 

ia A.— Yes. 


Q.—Was he an operator in the employ of the Government? 








__ A.—I know he was early, years ago. I was back to see Mr. Hammond 
nd he told me—I believe he was sent to Gen. Elliott. 
_ Hoy. Mr. Raney: Is that the Victoria Cross man ? 


mA — No. 
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Mr. Lennox: Did you know -that last November he was convicted of t 
bootlegging ? 
A.—I heard he was. 

Q.—Could you tell me how long it was after his conviction for boot-. 
legging that he was taken on by Mr. Hammond ? 

A.—I do not know; I may tell you I heard he was convicted; we met 
0’ Leary, and O’Leary told us. 

Q.—Did you know a man named Bellaire? 

A.—Yes, but he worked for the Police ere aa 

Q. sink tae EF Police ? 

A.—City Police. 

Q.—Then there was the Hallans, you knew of them ? 

A.—I only knew one, I knew the one which used to be Chief of Pohog 
at Cobalt. 

Q.—That is Stanley ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You know where they are now—did you know that he was brought 
to trial for criminal assault at ‘Cobalt? | 

a —No—yes, I read it in the paper, of shooting somebody or something 

Q.—Where is he now, where are the two Hallams now? 

A.—Are they not doing time ? 

— Q.—In jail at Windsor ? 
AI think you told me you defended them. 

Q.—I got him off, I defended him for manslaughter, don’t you re | 
member ? . | 

A.—That is right. | 

Q.—Again the jury was right; they let him off; but the fact is that as 
a result of a drunken row a woman was shot and killed 2 | 

A.—A woman named Ruby Cross. 

Q.—There was a drunken row on a Sunday afternoon at the Hallam | 
place where she lived ? ! 

A.—Of course I only know what I read in the papers. 

Q.—You heard it? 

A.—Yes. | 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: This was months after they had been dismissed from 
their employment by the Department ? 

A.—I thoroughly understand they were not on the Department at that. 
time: 

Mr. Lennox: He was released, discharged for manslaughter, and then 
he was arrested and taken to Cobalt, did you know of Stanley Hallam? — 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And he was discharged ? 

A.—TI really do not know what happened to him up there. 

Q.—After that he was arrested again, each of the Hallams, and they 
were taken down to Windsor for criminally assaulting a man and stealing) 
80 cases of ‘liquor, did you know that ? 

A.—That was at Chatham, was it not, I think? | 

Q.—And they were convicted of having criminally assaulted this ma 
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_ that they got on to the truck 
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and of having stolen his liquor while they themselves were in the employ of 
the Government, did you know that? 


A.—No, that is not the way I heard it. I heard they had went there, 


_ one of them had gone there, and this man that they were supposed to have 


criminally assaulted they had made arrangements to buy this liquor, and 





Hon. Mr. Ranry: Do you know this, or is this something you have 
heard, or hearsay ? 

A.—Just what I have heard. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The Committee can read these things in the news- 
papers. We are simply wasting time, beating the air, and the whole pur- 
pose is quite apparent; the purpose is to consume ten days in this farcical 
proceeding, and then to let the thing hang up so that he and Mr. Ferguson 
ean make use of it out in the country after the House adjourns. 

Mr. Lennox: Is it possible that a man occupying the position that you 


do cannot appreciate the effect of the evidence that has been given by this 





witness this morning ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I can appreciate it all right. 

Mr. Lennox: I don’t think you can; I don’t think you can realize what 
your duty is. . 

Mr. Warxer: A lot of evidence that has been given is just newspaper 
reports, and we all read the newspapers. 

Mr. Lennox: Tell me one single bit of evidence that has been news- 
paper reports ? 

Mr. Watker: For several minutes he has been telling us—about news- 


_ paper reports. 


Mr. Lennox: Do you know Stanley Nash? 

A.—I saw him; I never spoke to him. 

@.—Was he employed by the Government ? 

A.—I understood he worked for Mr. Hammond. 

Mr. Harri: Are you sure of that? 

A.—He used to be around Mr. Hammond’s office. | 

Mr. Lennox: He was the man who gave evidence in the conspiracy case 
against Slavin ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He was a deserter from the army? 

~A.—So I understand. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Do you know that ? 

A.—Yes, I knew he was a deserter. 

Q.—How did you know it? 

A.—Courrian told me. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I am told that this witness showed Mr. Hammond 
his honorable discharge from the army; I may be wrong, but that is my 


information at all events. However, this witness cannot prove it because 
—Courrian told him that. 


A.—I was in the Court when the conspiracy charge was on when Mr. 
Hammond admitted that he knew that Nash was a deserter from the army. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Did they arrest him ? 

A.—He got a term-for it, I understood, of 90 days. 
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Q.—Do you know Vincent Nash ? 3 
A.—No. ? 
Q.—Do you know a man named Ingram / ; 
A,—I only heard it. : 
Q.—Was he in the employ of the government ? E 
A.—I heard | ; 
Q.—Do you know whether he was convicted or not? 
A.—I cannot say. ¢ 


(Reads) “It turned out that Mr. Nash was a deserter from the army ? j 
A.—TI believe so.” That is Hammond’s evidence. r 
Q.—Do you know whether Ingram was convicted or not of a breach of 


the Temperance Act? 


them. 


A.—No.. 
Q.—Do you know Raymond Phillips, the Italian ? 
A.—I did not know none of these men to speak to; I did not speak to 


Q.—Did you know Tony aie 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Do you know McCarger? 

A.—A man McCarger or McCarter, some such name. 
Q.—Was he an operator for the government ? 

A.—At one time. 

Q.—Where is he now ? 

A.—I saw him the other day on Queen Street. 
Q.—He is out? 

A.—He told me he paid his fine. 

Q.—What was he charged with? 

A.—Having a still. 

Q.—Hon. Mr. Raney: Do you know this personally ? 
A.—He blamed Oliver; of course he was working for the Department 


when he had this still. 


Q.—Do you know of the facts personally you are talking about now? 
A.—No, I don’t know the facts personally. 

Mr. Lennox: You knew he was charged with operating a still. 
eke Mr. Ranney: Were you in Court when he was charged ? 
A.—No. 


Tur Cratrman: I think you ought to stick pretty closely to your own 


personal experience. 


A.—Let them ask me the questions. 
Mr. Lennox: You gave evidence in the Delfaleo case. Do you re 


member ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you recall what took place in that case ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—What took place in the Defalco case ? 

A.—It was dismissed. 

Q.—Dis Inspector Bond and Police Sergeant Norton give evidence? 
A.—Certainly. 

Q.—Were they telephoned for to come up immediately ? 


; 
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A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Did they come up to Defalco’s house while you were in Defaleo’s 
house ? 

A.—They did. 

Q.—What did they swear with respect to your condition ? 

A.—They swore that Bell was drunk, and that I had been drinking; 
Inspector Bond said, if I am not mistaken. I admitted I had been drink- 
ing, because I had bought three or four drinks in there. 

Q.—Would this be correct: “What was their icondition—Bell’s and 


- Budway’s condition ? 


A.—Budway told me he had a couple of drinks. I noticed the men 
had been drinking. He told me he had a couple of drinks.” 

“().—What was Bell’s condition ?” 

'“A.—Just both about the same, both been drinking.” 

“Q.—What would you say in your opinion about their condition; would 
they be able to carry on their work ?” 

“A No.” 

Witness: If we were not able to carry on our work Inspector Bond 
and Sergeant Norton did not exercise their duty by not locking us up for 
being drunk, 

Q.—Do you remember him saying ? 

“Q.—What did you say? 

A.—“T told them that they were not in a fit condition to carry on their 
work.” That was evidence that came out at the trial, and as a result the 
charge was dismissed ? 

A.—Yes; why don’t you read it all, and show where one man swore 
we came in the cellar way, and another man swore we came in the front door, 


and another man swore he gave the woman $9 and the woman swore he did 








not give her $9. 

Q.—Coming down to. your connection with me I would ask the Attorney- 
General to let me have that statement that was made by Budway that he 
read in the House. 

Hon. Mr. Raney hands Statement to Mr. Lennox. 
Mr. Lennox: Was your statement true when you told the Committee 





this morning that you had not heard that I had made any offer of $200, 


but that Courrian had stated that I would give you $200? 

A.—I could hear the conversation I say, not it all. 

Q.—Was that statement true that you swore to to-day before the Com- 
mittee ? 

A.—You did not come right over to me and say “Frank. I am going to 
give you $200.” 

Q.—See if I understand you rightly; after I had left Courrian had gone 
into the room where you were and said to you that I was willing to give you 
$200, is that correct ? 

A.—That you were going to give? 


Q.— $200 ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—That is true? 
BA nV oe 


(Q.—He told you that ? 
A.—Absolutely. 


Q.—Let us see what the Attorney-General read in the house, and see 
how it fits in: 

“Mr. Lennox also wanted me to go over the public accounts with him 
saying that I no doubt knew many of the parties whose names would be in 
the accounts. J. O. Bell was with me when Mr. Lennox asked me to go over 
the Public Accounts with him and S. Arton and A. Arton were in Courrian’s 
house and heard Mr. Lennox offer me $200 for giving him information”—is 
that statement true ? 

A.—I say they could 

Q.—Is that statement true or untrue? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: In fairness to the witness give the witness the language 
that he used in this statement as to what the offer was. The paragraph above 
says: “Mr. Lennox told Mr. Courrian that he would be willing to give me 
$200 for my information regarding the operatives in the Department. id 

Mr. Lennox: I am conducting the cross-examination. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: But you are not to be unfair with the witness. 

Mr. Lennox: Is that statement that was made by the Atuorneydroncias 
true or false? 

A.—That was the impression I had. 
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Q.—I see that you stated to the Attorney-General, “I have seen the — 


following persons in Mr. Lennox’s office who have told me they were at Mr. 
Eanens office for the purpose of giving him information regarding their 
work and the work of the Department”—and among others you mention the 
name of Mark Heaton—Was he an employee of the government ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Was he discharged? 

A.—TI think chro the investigation, he was not discharged, just 
dismissed. 

Q.—There was an investigation ? 

A.—They were going to hold 

Q.—One you mentioned the name of is “CO. C. Kirk, County Con- 
stable of Newmarket’—was he the man who laid the ifocaiaan against 
Heaton out of which the investigation arose ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was the charge laid against Heaton, who was sent up to North 
York, that he wanted to be vidoes to a woman, a Mrs. I won’t men- 
tion the name—wanted to be introduced to a woman, and that some of his 
operators by methods which they were willing to use, would get a conviction / 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—I did not know whether he had told you 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It would not make any matter if he had told him; 
it would not be evidence here. You can call somebody in the Department 
and find out what the charge was. 

Mr. Lennox: Now, Budway, was there any information that you gave 
to me that was untrue ? 

A.—I do not know. 

(.—I want to know? 

A.—Ask me the question what I gave you.. 

@.—Were your statements to me true or untrue ? 
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’ A.—Ask me the statements I made, show me the statements. 
| Hoy. Mr. Ranny: Was there any other statement you signed except 
the one that has been put in there ? | 
A.—That is the only one I have ever signed. 
Hon Mr. Ranxy: He has gone over that sentence by sentence with you. 
Mr. Lennox: How many times were you at my office? 
A.—I don’t know, Colonel; quite a number. 
| Q.—Several times ? 
; A.—Yes. 
| Q.—At your own request or at mine? 
A.—First at yours. 
Q.—And afterwards? 
A.—You may say “I want to see you to-morrow, Frank, or the next 
day.” 
| Q.—When did you make that statement? When did you sign that 
statement ? 
A.—Two days before you commenced your charges in the House. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: That is the statement that has been put in as ap 
Exhibit. 
Mr. Lennox: Yes. You ee it was for the purpose of being used in 
the House ? 
A.—Yes; but I did not know that the Honourable Colonel was going 
to double-cross me in the House. 
Q.—How would you expect your statement to be used in any sthet wat 
/ A.—Did not you tell me and hit me on the back and say “F css I 
would not pull anything on you.” 
iL Q.—Would that be pulling anything on you? 
| A.—Did you not go and pull about Lawrence and Defalco ? 
You pulled everything that was against me; you pulled it on me; you 
did not favour me any, although you ead you allie 
Q.—And did you anticipate you would be called to give evidence? 
A.—I fully expected. 
Q.—How could you be double crossed when you knew you were to be 
examined publicly, examined in a public Court Room? 
Mr. Hatz: Did he know he was to be examined ? 
A.—Yes, I was going to have the protection of the Colonel, he would 
ook after me. 
Mr. Lennox: What did you expect to give evidence on? 
A.—On the O.T.A. 
Q.—On the information you gave to me? 
How. Mr. Raney: On this written statement ? 
A.—Especially on this case where Farney and Flack and they. were 
mplicated. 
~ Mr. Lennox: And do you remember immediately after I had sie my 
hort speech that you came and gave me a lot more information ? 
A.—Well, Bell was there, bila I wrote out some notes. 
Q.— Where did you give them to me? 
A.—In the Buildings. I was with you to a cinder if you had not pulled 
‘our dirt. 
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services 2, 

Mr. Lennox: I will answer it when I get under oath. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: When he gets good and ready. 

Mr. Cuarx: When you came in there to see Mr. Lennox did he pay you 
each time you came there? 

A.—No. 

Q.—How many times did he pay you? 

A.—F ive or six times. 

Q.—You were not with him more than half a dozen times, were you? 


A.—Yes. i 


Q.—I suppose you expected pay for the balance? 

A.—I thoroughly understood I was going to be paid. 

Mr. Haru: Paid for what? 

Mr. Lennox: For your information ? 

A.—For investigations for you. 

Mr. Hatx: For information you were giving to him? 

A.—And investigations we were to do. 

Mr. Lennox: How was the money paid: was it offered to you or did 
you say you were hard up ? 

A.—No such a thing; you handed it to me. 

Q.—You never suggested that you needed the money ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—You think you got $25 or $30? 
A.—-Yes. 

-Q.—That was not paying you very well? 
A.—No. 


Q.—That was not even union wages’ Now then, this $2,500 we have 
heard of to-day, first tell me did you get the $200 that Courrian said you were 
going to get ? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—I suppose you hardly expected that ? 

A.—I did not expect that till this was over. 

Q.—Have you expectations of it yet? 

A.—They are all shattered now. 

At this point Mr. Warren rose, and after some remarks, moved, seconded 
by Mr. Walker, That in our opinion we have had sufficient evidence to convince 
us that Mr. Lennox’s charges against the Attorney-General’s Department m 
connection with the enforcement of the O.T.A. are without foundation, and 
we ask that the Committee do to-morrow hear the statements of the Attorney- 
General and Mr. Lennox. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No, Mr. Chairman, I would not agree to that. I will 





5 


Mr. Crarx: Every time the witness came did you pay him for his” 


sei 
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move if Mr. Hall will second this motion: That in the matter of Mr. Lennox’s 


charges against the Attorney-General’s Department in connection with the en- 


forcement of the Ontario Temperance Act the Committee do to-morrow hear 
the statements on oath of Mr. Lennox and the Attorney-General. 
Mr. Hall said he would second the motion. 
Mr. Warren said he would withdraw his motion. 


After discussion it was moved in amendment by Mr. Charles McCrea, 
| 
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seconded by Major Tolmie: That the Attorney-General he heard to-morrow 
if he desires, but that Mr. Lennox present his side of the case in his own way 
to the Committee, and that Mr. Lennox do go into the witness box if-he is 
willing, after he has presented the evidence of his witnesses first, 

| After further discussion Mr. Olarke moved in amendment to the am- 
endment, seconded by Mr. Mageau: That Thursday and Friday the Com- 
“mittee meeting be devoted to hearing of any more evidence by witnesses re- 
lating to the O.T.A., and that Tuesday next be given to hearing evidence of 
the Attorney-General and Mr. Lennox, 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I will support the amendment to the amendment on 
the understanding that the matter will be in the hands of the Committee after 
the hearing of these statements on Tuesday. I think the Committee ought 
not now to say whether it will close the inquiry then or not. I think it ought 
to wait to hear what the situation is, and if either side desire to bring further 
evidence the Committee can pass upon that after hearing the evidence on 
Tuesday. I therefore support the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. McCrea: Does it mean if Mr. Lennox does not give his evidence 
on Tuesday as suggested by the amendment to the amendment, that he can- 
not therefore give his evidence ? 

Hon. Mr. Ransy: The intention of the motion is to convey to him the 
desire of the Committee that he should give his evidence then. 

Mr. Crarxe: The intention of the motion is this, that we think—at 
least I am assuming the Committee will think—that to-morrow and the next 
day should develop all the evidence of the witnesses necessary for this Com- 
mittee to pass on. Tuesday will be allotted for you and Mr. Lennox to give 
your evidence. If you do not see fit to do it then, then it is for this Com- 
Mittee to say whether it will continue or shut the thing up. 

_ The amendments to the amendment was carried. | 
| The Committee adjourned until 10 a.m. to-morrow, May 18th, 1922. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE—MAY 18ru, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 a.m. with Mr. Watson in the Chair. 





; The Minutes of meeting of May 17th 1922, were read and confirmed. 





Mr. Dewart: In view of the fact that the work is being fixed a little 
head, I would like to have some time fixed to go into the Workmen’s Com- 
‘pensation Act matters, because the Members of the Board of course are all 
busy men, and I have had that on the order paper for two weeks, and the 

pers have now been produced, and if it pleases the Committee I would move 
that Thursday of next week I might be at liberty to take up the examination 
of witnesses, and that I be at liberty to take up the question of the thirty-one 
blacklisted doctors. If that does not take the whole of the day, Mr. McLean, 
the Deputy Minister of pent is still under subpoena to explain the pur- 
: 1 and gravel pits. 

me as Pte: The suggestion of Mr. Dewart is contrary to the 
‘esolution of the Committee. This matter of Mr. Lennox’s charges is to have 
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right of way until it is concluded, and I think there ought not to be anything — 
fixed for any other day until the end of that matter is at least. in sight. | 

Mr. Dewarr: The reason I made the motion is I took it that the re 
solution of yesterday provided for two days for hearing evidence, and a day | 
for hearing Mr. Lennox and— { 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is not conclusive. 

Mr. Dewaxt: I press the motion to have Thursday of next week set 
aside. 

Major Tolmie seconded Mr. Dewart’s motion, 

After considerable discussion the motion was put and declared lost. 

Mr. Duwarr: In view of the fact that the names of the Slavins have 
been so frequently mentioned in the evidence of witnesses, and their employ- 
ment of the Department, I have been anxious to get the records with reference 
to the Slavins for B.O.T.A. and also with reference to that conspiracy case. 
There are certain records in the custody of the Police Department kept, I 
presume, for police purposes, which would show exactly what the records were — 
with reference to the convictions or prosecutions. LI have therefore subpoenaed — 
the Chief of Police for the City of Toronto, Mr. Dickson, and Mr. Curran 
Morrison, the Police Court Clerk, asking for the production of these papers. — 
Both witnesses are here. I understand they desire to claim certain privilege, 
and perhaps it is only fair the Committee should rule upon it. Probably 
Chief of Police Dickson had better take the exception before being sworn. 

Crier or Potice Dickson: I was going to speak to a question of 
privilege. Our records are compiled for specific purposes; they are for our 
own use practically; they are sometimes sent for by Judges sitting on cases 
in criminal Courts. We have produced them in those cases at the command 
of the Judge; but it is not our desire to give out public records of men passing 
through our hands unless it is absolutely necessary. This is the first occasion 
on which I have had a request to that effect, and while I have the records with 
me here, if this Committee thinks they should be produced I will comply 
with their desire; but I am claiming privilege on that. account. 

Mr. Curry: When the Chief says he has no papers— 

Mr, Dewarr: He has the papers with him. 

Cuer Dickson: Copy of record only; I have no informations or any 
of the papers, because the manner in which the records are kept by the police 
—The Committee ought perhaps to know that in the Orderly Office there 18 
a complete record kept of every charge that is preferred against anybody, and 
that is copied into a book that 1s alphabetically arranged, and it is there for | 
years, and it shows everybody that has been charged, whether they are com 
virted or whether they are discharged, or anything else; and then from that ye 
understand there is a card index in the criminal section, which takes from | 
those books the records of those who have been charged with offences of a real | 
criminal nature, because the other book shows persons brought up for any 
matter, not cleaning their snow, even, any offence that is brought up in the | 
Police Court at all will all appear in those books that are alphabetically im- 
dexed, and then from those books are taken records which are important for | 
the benefit of the police alone in card indexes; that is the position. 4 

Mr. Dewarr: I take it the Police Court Clerk has certain papers ? 
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Cuter Dickson: He has in connection with the information and all 
Court procedure. 

Mr. Dewarr: I think, Mr. Chairman, that the documents are not privi- 
leged. It is the only way we can get them; but the matter becomes of import- 
_ ance in view of the way Slavin’s name hag been brought into’the case by Mc- 
_ Cutcheon and others, 

Hon, Mr. Raney: I make no objection, certainly. 

THe Cyarrman (Mr. Watson): Is it the wish of the Committee they 
be produced ? 

Mr. Warren: I do not know why we should insist on these documents 
being produced if the Chief has reasons. 

Mr. Curry: Might I suggest this; Curran Morrison is here; under the 
law his papers are public property beyond any question. Now, if after Cur- 
ran Morrison has produced his papers, and the Committee decide to have the 
other papers produced— 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: They will be available. 

Mr. Curry: Then they no doubt will be available. 

Mr. Dewart: Why could not the Chief leave the documents he has here 
privately, so that if the Committee desires they should be produced they might 
be produced without bringing the Chief back ? 

Curer Dickson: There is another side to this question; there have been 
in the past occasional insinuations that the Police Department hamper men 
getting employment by reason of them having been convicted; and that is one 
reason why we do not want the records of men made public. 

Mr. Dewarr: That does not apply in this case. 

How. Mr. Raney: I suppose the papers Mr. Morrison will produce will 
cover the whole thing. Is not Mr. Curry’s suggestion the best one? Let us 
receive Mr Morrison’s papers, and if the Committee afterwards desires to 
get the records the Chief refers to he will come up again. 
| Currr Dickson: Quite so, 

Mr. Curry: I did not know the Chief had the papers in his pocket. 
Could not they be put in an envelope, the papers not to be used without it is 
necessary ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Put them in an envelope in the hands of the secre- 
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tary. 










Mr. Curry: Yes, that is not unreasonable. 

Mr. Dewart: Yes, and Mr. Morrison will leave the papers too. I was 
‘anxious to get Mr. Morrison’s papers this morning. . 

| Curer Dickson hands to the secretary of the Committee the papers in 
a sealed envelope. Mr. Curran Morrison produces papers he has and leaves 
them with the secretary of the Committee. 

Mr. Curran Morrison: There was an explanation about those other 
‘papers. . 

~ Mr. Dewarr: Have you brought those too % 

Mr. Curran Morrisom: No, they said they would send them up. 

Mr. Dewart: I will see Mr. Irwin with reference to them. There are 
‘some papers which have gone over to the Clerk of the Peace; I will see him. 
Mr. Curran Morrison: He said he would send them up. 

It was moved by Mr. Lennox, seconded by Mr. MacBride: That the 
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following be subpoenaed to attend the next meeting of this Committee: Ex- — 
Provincial Officer Baugh; Ex-Provincial Officer Stanley Hallam; Ex-Pro- — 


vincial Officer Andrews; McCarger, Joseph Martin, operators Raymond 
Phillips and Tony Phillips; that Mr. Warren (Member for North Renfrew) 


be invited to give evidence; and Mr. Dyer, Crown Attorney for Gray, and © 


that he produce the evidence given at the trial in the case of Rex vs. Joynt. 

Mr. Warren: I would like to ask the Honourable Member why or on 
what grounds he is asking me to give evidence. 

Mr. Lennox: You are two or three days early. 

The Resolution carried. 

Mr. Curry: One of the Inspectors of Police from Hamilton with two 
men have been here for several days. He says it is important that he should 
be released from his duties in regard to. attendance on this Committee. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: On whose suggestion are they brought here? 

Mr. Curry: I don’t know; perhaps Mr. Lennox can tell us that. 

Mr. Lennox: I think perhaps what Mr. Curry said is quite right. 

Mr. Curry: Who had them subpoenaed ? 
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Mr. Lennox: I did. If the Committee will permit me I am quite © 


willing they shall be called now. 

Mr. Hatt: Were these men subpoenaed without the: authority of the 
Committee ? | 

Mr. Dewarr: No. 

Mr. Lennox: I asked that they be subpoenaed. 


Joun CrvIcKSHANK, Sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Lennox: 


(.—What is your position ? 

A.—Police Inspector for Hamilton. 

Q.—Do you recall an occasion when a man by the name of Workman 
was charged with a breach of the Ontario Temperance Act ? 

A.—I do not know anything about that. 

Q.—You do not remember the Workman case ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you recall ? 

A.—I recall the case, but I had nothing to do with it. 

Q.—Do you recall the occasion 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you recall the occasion when a women by the name of Leah 
Frier, 247 Brant Street was charged ? F 

A.—Yes, that is in my district. 

Q.—I have not spoken to the Inspector, would you mind telling exactly 
what took place; in the first place tell me who were the Provincial officers ? 

A.-I did not see the officers; the complaint when I reached the station 
that the men made to me—the men are here who will tell— 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The men will tell themselves ? 

A.—That is all I know. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you come in contact with the Provincial officers ? 


A.—I did the following morning after Mrs. Frier was arrested. 
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(.—Tell me what took place? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What were their names? 

A.—Jeffrey was the officer. 

Mr. Lennox: Were there more than Jeffrey there? 

A.—There was another man, but I did not know his name. 

Q.—Tell us in your own way what took place next morning ? 

A.—He was late that morning getting to the Court and he appeared to 
be very excited and under the influence of liquor; he came out of the door 
and was acting in an excited manner, and that is all I know about it. 

Q.—Did you say anything to him ? 

A.—I did not speak to him, no. 

Mr: MacBripe: Did the case proceed? 

A.—It was adjourned for one week. 

Q.—It did not proceed ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Why was that, because the man was intoxicated ? 

Hon. Mr Raney: Do not ask that way. 

A.—That is all I can say; it was adjourned because the information, 
was not properly laid that morning, that was one reason, and they did not 
get the information laid. 

Mr. MacBripe: When was the woman arrested ? 

A.—The woman was arrested in the afternoon of the day before. 

Q.—By Jeffrey? 

A.—By Jeffrey and another man. 

Q.—And when the case was called it was found the information was not 

properly laid? 

A.—He came there too late, and he came out of the office and said “No- 
thing doing,” and he was raising a fuss because the information was not laid. 

Q.—Do I understand this man Jeffrey was intoxicated ! 

A.—He seemed to be excited that morning; my judgment would be that 
he had been drinking that morning; that is all I can say. 


At the request of the Chairman Mr. Watson, and with the consent of the 
Committee, Mr. Curry took the chair. 


Witriam MacBetu, Sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Lennox. 


Q.—What is your position ? 
A.—Police constable. 
Q.—Where do you live? 
| A.—Hamilton. 

Q.—What station are you attached to? 
A.—No. 3. 


Q.—Do you remember an occasion when a charge was laid against a 
Mrs. Frier and also against a man named Workman for breach of the Ontario 


Temperance Act? : 
eer remember Mrs. Frier was arrested and brought to the station. 
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Q.—What was the condition of the Provincial Officer who brought her 
to the station ? , | 

A.—I was on duty inside the station, and an automobile drew up in 
front of the door with two men in the rear seat and a woman between them, 
and it was a returned soldier driving. They pulled the woman out of the 
car, in fact they dragged her out on to the sidewalk and into the station— 
Jeffrey was the man—he slung the woman from the lobby into where I was 
standing at the back of the desk, told me to lock this woman up on the charge 
of breach of the Ontario Temperance Act; I asked him who he was. He 
said “I am Provincial Inspector Jeffrey.” J asked him if he had. a warrant; 
he said “yes, I got a warrant in my pocket.” I asked him to produce it, and 
he took out some papers and he says, “That is all right, you lock her up and 
see she does not get out on less than $1,000 bail.” I told him he had no 
right to tell me to let her out on bail; it is the Magistrates do it. He said 
“You do a8 I tell you.” He said, “I will take the papers to Central Police 
Station and leave them there to-night, as I want to use them again.” The 
woman accused him of taking money out of her pocket. I asked Jeffrey if 
that was the case, and he said “yes, I took some money out of her pocket but 
I am going to use that in the Court in the morning; she will get it back later 
on.” He went right out; I could see he was intoxicated. 

Q.—What was his condition ? 

A.—He was under the influence of liquor; I could smell it quite strongly 
over the desk. After he went out I ’phoned the Deputy Chief of the Central 
Police Station and notified him what had happened, and he told me he would 
see him when he came to the station. I reported the matter to my inspector 
when he came in, and the inspector also ’phoned up the Central Station. That 
was around nine o’clock at night; he had not appeared there at the police 
station. I sent an officer down to Brant Street as the woman had complained 
of having two little children and her husband was at Windsor. The officer 
went down there and found the house was left open and the two little chil- 
dren outside, and the officer got them taken in by the party next door. 7 

Q.—When was this? 

A.—This happened on the last day of August 1921. 

Q.—What became of the money he took from this woman ! 

A.—I do not know, sir. 

Q.—You did not see him give her it back? 

A.—No; he said he would give it to her in the morning. , 

Q.—What reason did he offer for having taken the money from the wo- 
man who was arrested for breach of the Ontario Temperance Act ? 

A.—He did not tell me. 

Q.—He was alone? 

A.—No, the other two were with him. 

Q.—What was their condition ? 

A.—They appeared to be all right. 

Q.—Jeffrey was the only man that was under the influence ? 

A.—That I noticed. 

Q.—Jeffrey was the Provincial Officer ¢ 

A.—That is what he told me he was. 


| 
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_ Q.—Did you know that at the time that he was arresting this woman or 
this man he was the head of a department? 
A.—No, I did not know him at all. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Was he head of a department ? 
A.—I could not tell you. 
Mr. Lennox: You say so in your answer? 
A.—That is what he told me. . 
Masor Totmre: You say they pulled her out of the car? 
A.—Yes. : 
Q:—Was she resisting ? 
A.—No, I did not see her resisting. The two of them had a hold of 
her by the wrist of each hand. 
Q.—Who was the other man ? 
A.—I don’t know; I did not get his name. 
Mr. Dewart: He said he dragged her out of the car and threw her in 
through the door. 
Mr. Lennox: Did Jeffrey come under your notice afterwards? 
A.—No sir, I have never seen him since. 
Q.—That was the first time you had seen him? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Workman was discharged, the charge against him was dismissed ? 
A.—I could not tell you. 
Q.—Do you know how long it was after that the case came up? 
A.—I say it was remanded for a week. 
Q.—Why ? 
A.—I could not tell you. 
By Mr. Raney: 
-- Q.—You stated, Mr. Macbeth, that they dragged her out of the car and 
threw her into the office 4 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Was she off her feet? ; , 
A.—No, they just slung her around, there is a desk and there 1s a gate- 
way and they slung her in the gateway; she turned right around. 
Q.—It was not as though they were handling a bag of grain; she was 


on her feet all the time? 
A.—Yes, but an abusive way of handling her. 
Q.—Do you know whether this case was reported to Mr. Ayearst—you 
know who Mr. Ayearst is, do you? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Chief Officer of the 


Ontario Temperance Act! — 
A.—I do not know; I just reported it to my superior. 


—Di it to your superior in writing ? 
pies el ks the Depts Chief, and personally to the Inspector. 
Q.—You made no written report ? 
A.—WNo. 
Mr. Lennox: What did you report ? 
A.—I told him what happened. 
Q.—What was your report ? 





Provincial Police for the enforcement of the 
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A.—My report was the way they handled the woman, ‘to bring her in 
and give me orders not to let her out on less than $1,000, and told the condition 
the man was in, the smell of liquor, and he would not hand me the warrant. 

Q.—Do you know where he got the liquor under the influence of which 
he was ? | 

A.—No Sir. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Have you heard since that Jeffrey’s services have 
been dispensed with by the Department? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—You did not know that he was a Scotland Yard man and had very 
good recommendations when he came to the Department ? : 

A.—No. 

Mr. Dewart: Does my honourable friend know that he only belonged 
to the band ? 

Mr. Mirus: Was there anything to lead you to believe that Jeffrey was 
intoxicated other than he had simply the smell of liquor on his breath ? 

A.—His actions. 

: —Could he walk properly and speak properly ? 

A.—He did not have far to walk; he just walked out of the aver and 
got into the car. 

Mr. Lennox: Was he able to walk? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Mix1ts: He was able to walk and speak all right, intelligently ? 

A.—He spoke very abruptly. 

Q.—You think he was intoxicated ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. MacBripve: How long have you been a police officer 4 

A.—About sixteen years altogether ; I have been overseas for four and 
a half years. 

Q.—You are quite familiar with the proper methods for a police officer 
to use with experience ? 

A.—Yes, I have had experience here and in the Old Country. 

Q.— Was there any occasion for the officers handling this woman in 
the way they did? 

A.—No; if it was our own officers I would report them. 

Q.—Would an ordinary police officer handle them that way ? 

A.—I would report them for handling a person the same way. 

Q.—Would you consider these men were acting as part of the police 
force, or would it be more like the term thug has been applied to? 

A. —TI could not say. 

Q.—They threw her about. Was she intoxicated ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Was there any occasion at all to treat her in the way they did? 

A.—As far as I can see there was not. I do not know but what they 
may have had trouble before, I don’t know. 

Q.—Was she resisting when you saw her ? 


A—No. 
Q.—There were two officers ? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—They threw her around? 

A.—Yes; two of them had hold of her and one came— 

Q.—You said something about having taken some money from her? 

A.—She accused Jeffrey of taking money out of her pocket. 

Q.—The case came up a week afterwards? 

A.—I think it was remanded next morning for a week. 

@.—Did you hear the case when it proceeded? 

A.—No. ; f ‘ 

Q.—You do not know whether there was any account given of the money 
or not ? 

A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Is it so that there has been some friction between 
the Hamilton Police and the Provincial Police at times? 

A.—Not that I know of. We always assist them, and they come in the 
station and we give them every assistance. They often come in and ask for 
a man to go with them, and we always supplied one. 

Q.—Your relations have been quite pleasant ? 

A.—Yes. 


Mr. Harri: You have had considerable experience in your police work ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is it a usual thing for prisoners to go gladly in charge of an officer 
when under arrest; is it usual for them to pass along gladly with the officer? 

A.—If they are generally sober all right; you might have trouble with 
any drunken person, but any person sober and in his proper senses we do 
not have trouble. 

Q.—Do you think this woman was really badly treated by these men in 
bringing her off the car, did they pull her off the car or were they helping her 
off the car? 

A.—They dragged her right out of the car. re 

Q.—You spoke about the money; did Mr. Jeffrey say anything in your 
presence why he had taken that money ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—You did not hear him say that that money was marked money and 
he wanted it as evidence when the case came up? 

A.—No, he said he would give that money back in the morning. 

Q.—He did not tell you what happened? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Mrs: Did the woman complain of the treatment the officers had 
been giving her ? 

A.—Yes, she did not know what she had done. 

Q.—Were there any marks of violence on her? 

A.—Just her wrists where they had hold of her. 

Mr. MacBriwe: Did Jeffrey admit he had taken the money from this 
woman ¢ 

A.—He did. ; 

Q.—In your police experience is that the proper way to take possession 
of the possessions of a person? 

A.—No police officer is allowed. 

Q.—Is it not the proper method to take the person in and put them un- 
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der proper arrest, warn them properly, and then take their possessions, make 
a record of them— 

~ Tue Onarrman (Mr. Curry): I think you can ask him his practice, 
but as to whether it is the proper method it is for the Committee to determine. 

Mr. MacBrivr: What is the practice in the Hamilton Police Depart- 
ment ? 

A.—The police methods in Hamilton and. other cities iiidte I have 
been with a woman brought in as prisoner, the matron searches her, and the 
matron turns everything over to the station duty and gets a receipt. 

Q.—Have you a matron there ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The Provincial Police Officers could have had the service ‘of the 
matron ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—<A suggestion has been thrown out about friction between the Ham- 
ilton police force and the Provincial authorities ? 

A.—I do not know of any. 

Q.—When the Provincial Officers go in ao nee do they co-operate 
with the local police force, or do they run a separate show of their own ? 

A.—Some will go to the station and others will go of their own. 

Q.—They are working without any co-operative effort with the local 
force ) 

A.—As far as I can see. | 

Masor Tortmie: You asked him if he had a warrant and he said he 
had, did he show it to you? 

A.—He took it out of his pocket, and he said ‘I have it here.” 

Q.—Do you know whether it was a warrant he took out? 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. Lennox: Arising out of the question of the Attorney-General, do 
soy work in harmony with the Provincial Police—speaking for yourself ? 

A.—I am inside all the time, but if they come down and ask for assis- 
tance I recommend them to the Inspector, and he sends a man or a Sergeant 
with them. 

Q.—Is there any antagonism between, speaking for yourself now, and 
the Provincial Officer ? 

A.—Not as far as I am concerned; I am always willing to help. 

Q.—Do you discharge your duty quite as faithfully with respect to a Pro- 
vincial Officer as you do every day in the discharge of your duty ? 

A.—Certainly. 

Q.—The report you gave was it in writing or verbal? 

A.—Verbal. : , | 

Mr. Evans: I understood you to say the woman was not resisting; at 
the same time I understand you to say there were two men pulled her out of 
the car ? 

A.—Yes, both had hold of her. 

Q. —Why was it necessary if she was not resisting ? 

A.—I do not know; that is why I complained to the Deputy Chief, the 
way they handled her drew my attention first. 

@.—Would it take much of a pull if the woman was not resisting ? 
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(No answer). 
4 Mr. MacBrive: Are there many cases under the O.T.A. brought up in 
the Hamilton Court? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—By whom are the most. of them brought, the local police or the Pro- 
vincial Police? 
A.—I have no record of what is going on or what the Provincial men 
do; but we have quite a number ourselves. i 
i Q.—Is the local police force in Hamilton enforcing the Ontario Tem- 
_ perance Act to the best of their ability ? 
| A.—We most certainly are. 
Q.—Would it tend to better enforcement of the Act if there was a broad 
spirit of co-operation between the two forces ? 
Tue Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): That is a question of opinion. 
Mr. MacBripp: Here is a man of sixteen years experience in the police 
_ force, and we are, I take it, trying to find some better way of enforcing the 
mO.T. A. | 
Tue Cuarrman: You may ask him if it would be of assistance to him 
as an officer in enforcing the law, if he were co-operated with by the Pro- 
vincial force. Sober 
i Mr. MacBripz: My point is this, that from the little experience I have 
_ had, and I believe the experience of others, nine-tenths of the trouble is that 
_ there is not the proper co-operation that there should be. , 
Tue CHarrman: I have put it in the way that I think is proper. Mr. 
Macbeth, if you were properly co-operated with by the provincial officers, 
would it assist you in the enforcement of the Act? 
A.—Well, it would in lots of ways, in a great many ways. 









Tue Cuarman: I understand Inspector Cruickshank has something 
| he wants to say. 


InspEcTor CruicKsHank, Recalled. 


Tue Cuarrman, (Mr. Curry): What is it you want to say? 
A.—I am very sorry to hear the Hon Mr. Raney say that there was 
any friction with the police. | an 
Tue Cxarrman: He did not say that. Is there any friction ? . 
A.—There is none whatever. I have been myself one of the most in- 
veterate promoters of the Ontario Temperance Act; I believe in the Act. Xt 
have assisted the officers in every way possible. They come up from Toronto 
and I would take them into my office and I would write out the list of the 
different places we had trouble, we would get assistance from them and we 
did all we could for them. Sometimes a man made good, sometimes they 
_were no good at all; they would come up and they would be sent back and be 
“no good; but they got every co-operation as far as I was concerned. When 
this came up these men did not come and ask my co-operation, and they went 
themselves and went amongst these foreigners and acted in a way that was a 
discredit to the police in Hamilton and a discredit to themselves. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: My information is that Mr. Cruickshank is an ex- 


534 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 





/ 


ceedingly efficient officer, and everything that he says so far as the enforce- 
ment of the Ontario Temperance Act— ? 

A.—I am telling the truth. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I have no doubt. 

Tur Cuairman (Mr. Curry): Finish your statement. 

A.—Everything was working in harmony. I had a list ready for them, 
and I would tell the inspectors to get a man or two from Toronto, and some- 
times they did not make good and sometimes they did. 
| Tue CHarrmMan: You were interrupted, you were telling us the manner 
in which these people acted with the foreigners ? 

A.—The foreigners have to be ruled with a very firm hand, and you 
have to tell them the truth; there is no use bluffing them, you have to act 
fair and square with them; and we got the foreigners in first class shape down 
on Sherman Ave. and we don’t want anything to come in and disturb them; 
it is a bad thing. Prior to the last six months there was no friction; these 
men came up from Toronto and did not work in co-operation. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: How is it now, Mr. Curickshank—Mr. Connor? 

A.—He never comes to my office; if he comes there he will be made wel- — 
come and will get every information possible. 

Mr. Dewartr: You were saying with reference to the officers coming up 
and not co-operating with you? 

A.—Since Jeffrey and them, the last few months there has been no co- 
operation with the police; they have not been in my office; I do not like that, 
and I was disappointed. There is not friction, but there is decidedly the 
feeling that they are not co-operating with us. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We are very glad to have that report. 

A.—I am a human being. I do not feel the same as I did before to 
wards them. This man Jickers, you have heard his name mentioned in 
Hamilton. : . 

Hon. Mr. Ranzry: When was that ? 

A.—Some time ago; I don’t know if they blame the Attorney-General 
or who they blame, but it was me that recommended him to the License In- 
spector to see if he could get some information. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That was the fellow who turned out to be a barn 
burner and a highway robber ? 

A.—I did not know he was anything of that kind. I went out with my 
officers and we let him lay a trap and we prosecuted them. I was ashamed of 
him, ashamed of him when he came into Court, and I did not know. 

Mr. Hari: But you said you recommended him ? 

A.—I did not recommend him. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Do I understand you employed him first ? 

A.—No, I just handed him over to the Inspector. 

Q.—You had reason to believe he would be a good man for the work ? ‘ 

A.—He could give some information. 

Q.—You recommended him to whom ? 

Mr. Dewart: He did not say recommend. 

Tue Cuairman: He used the word recommend. 

A.—It was not recommended; I simply said this man Lickers could give 
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some information; but information has to be paid for, and I get my salary, 
I do not pay them. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That conversation was with Mr. Sturdy, the License: 
Inspector, and you said something by the way of approval to Mr. Sturdy ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You and Inspector Sturdy together used Lickers? 

A.—We used him to go into the place, and I had my officers to get all the 


information and prosecute. 


Q.—Did you know that Lickers was sent down by Mr. Sturdy to get Mr. 
Flavelle’s approval to his being engaged ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Mr. Flavelle says that is so?. 

Mr. Lennox: Let him get in the box and say it, 

Hon. Mr. Raney: How long was Lickers at work there? 

A.—When he was at our end we watched him, but when he went up to 
the other end of the city he got bad. | 

Q.—When he came into court on a case he admitted he had been con- 
victed of I think burning a barn and highway robbery ? | 

A.—Yes. 

(.—And then he was let out at once? 

Mr. Lennox: Do not say that, because he was not. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That was a great surprise ? 

A.—I was ashamed. 

Q.—Was he employed again after that ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—And did he ever appear in a Hamilton Court again after that? 

A.—WNo. 

Tur Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): You said you had a list of the places: 
that you believed were selling ? 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—Were you able to get the evidence upon that, were the police them- 
selves able to get evidence to convict the people that you were satisfied were 
selling ? 

A.—Sometimes they did and sometimes they did not. | 

Q.—Were you able to get it yourselves, that is by going yourselves to 
the place could you get evidence ? 

A.—Not right away. 

Q.—What did you do in order to get the evidence ¢ 

A.—We would use these men that came from Toronto. 

Q.—That is you would send them in, would you give them marked 
“Money and send them in and follow them closely ¢ 
_ A.—We would follow them. 
Q.—Did you give them money and send them in ? 
A.—The Inspector gave them money. I am Scotch, I would not give 


any of my money. 





Q.—That is the Inspector did, you were there ? 


A.—I was there. ; 
Q.—And you say they went to the place you had told that was carrying 


on business 2 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—And they went in, they got the liquor, and then you went in and 
made your raid? 

A.—Yes, we did, whatever the occasion was. 

Q.—Is there anything else you want to say? 

A.—Nothing else. . 

Q.—You are still in favour of the enforcement of the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act? | | 

A.—TI am to the finish. 

Q.—And will do everything you can to enforce it? 

' A.—Yes. 

Mr. Mizrs: The idea of you coming back the second time, you were 
somewhat concerned about the question the Attorney-General put to Mr. 
Macbeth with reference to friction between the Hamilton Police Force and 
the Provincial Officers ? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—The thought occurred to me while Macbeth was giving his evidence 
and the question that he put to Jeffrey when he took the woman into the 
police station, and he asked who he was, what he was, if he had a warrant, — 
and it struck me possibly in the same manner as it struck the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and the point I want to get at is, is it customary or usual, or is it the 
practice for a police officer other than a provincial police officer to bring a 
prisoner to the police station—would it be necessary for a police officer to ask, 
any one who is in charge of the police station, if he had a warrant, and who he 
was, is it customary or the practice, or is it usual? | 

A.—He would have no right to lock up any one without he had proper 
authority. 

@.—Has it been the practice or is it usual to have some one else other — 
than a provincial officer who is enforcing the Act—? 

A.—A man would not be doing his duty if he did not see what it was; 
other wise he might be keeping this woman improperly. 

Q.—I would take it for granted that no one other than a police officer 
would take any one in charge ? 

A.—WNo. 

Tur Cuarrman: You would not expect the man who was there in charge > 
of the station to lock up anybody without he knew upon what authority he 
was locking him up? | 

A.—None whatever. 

Q.—Or locking a woman’ up? 

A.—No. , | 

Q.—So that anybody coming in there who was a stranger to the officer — 
in charge and saying that he was a police officer, vou would not expect him 
to lock a man or woman up without making some inquiry ? : . 

A.—No; it would be a very dangerous thing. S 

Mr. MacBrive: How long have you been on the force in Hamilton? 

A.—Thirty-nine years. | 

Q.—-Your general enforcement of laws that come under your jurisdic- 
tion, has that ever been called in question ? . "i 

A.—No sir, never once. . 4 














GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. oer 


_— 





Q.—That being so, is it the fact that from time to time Provincial Police 
Officers go in there without the knowledge of your department and work on 
their own hook ? | 

A.—Of late they have. 

Q.—Does that tend to break the spirit of goodwill and co-operation ? 

A.—It certainly does. 

@.—And it is a detriment to the enforcement of the Act—the Pro- 
vincial Officers going in without the knowledge of the local force, does that 
ten to adversely affect the proper enforcement of the laws? | 

A.—It does, there is no mistake. 

Q.—You spoke of an Inspector, giving some money to some of the special 
officers when they go to make a raid— 

Tue Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): Go to buy. 

Mr. MacBripz: A provincial officer giving money to try to catch some 
case, do you know of any case of that ? | 

A.—No. 

Q.—Is money ever used to try to secure a conviction if doubtful— 

Mr. Hatt: To buy liquor with ? 

A.—Y¥es. 

Mr. MacBripe: From some person alleged to be running a blind pig? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What is the method usually pursued, is the special officer entrusted 
himself with the money, or does somebody follow him to see he makes proper 
use ¢ | 

A.—I would follow the thing right up. . 

Q.—To illustrate a case, supposing you had a place where you thought 
there was a man dealing illicitly in liquor, and one of the special officers 
was given money to buy liquor from him, would another officer follow on. to 
see that the money was used for the purpose for which it was given ? 

A.—We would follow right up. 

Q.—You would not in any instance trust these special officers themselves 
to handle the money? 

A.—We would get the money from the party that got it. ean 

Q.—Give it to the party and then have the money recovered by a re- 
putable officer ? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—If I told you an instance where two of these special officers or spot- 
ters were entrusted with $50 to secure liquor illicitly from an alleged 
bootlegger and no officer followed them up to check whether they paid the 
money or not, would you think that was good police work ? : | 

A.—I would not want to comment; I would not think it was. 

Q.—In your experience would not there be a question in your mind if 
they ever paid the money over at all ¢ 

" AT would not like to go as far as that. 

Q.—I bring up this because T know an instance where $50 was given 
to two special officers of Polish extraction 4 

A.—I cannot answer this question. g 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I find that apparently Lickers was employed in De- 
cember 1920, and the incident that you have spoken of where it transpired 
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that he was a man who had been convicted of serious offences became public 
when he was called in the Police Court on the 7th January 1921, and Lickers 
had apparently been employed just for three or four weeks? 

A.—He was not employed; he just acted; I handed him over to In- 
spector Sturdy as he wag giving information, and to get paid for it. 

Q.—That is what Mr. Flavelle said in his letter to me, that in December 
he was just employed to get information for the officers / 

A.-—As far as I know. | 

Q.—And in January having proved efficient in that line they let him go 
into Court, and this thing transpired ¢ 

A. A Lara 

Q.—Let me read to you what Mr. Flavelle in a letter to me of the 10th 
January, said: “It is exceedingly unfortunate that this should have occurred, 
but we cannot hold Inspector Sturdy responsible. Lickers was sent over by 
Mr Sturdy’’—who had been there for a good many years ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“Lickers was sent over by Mr. Sturdy before he appointed him for 
the Board to cross-examine and give Mr. Sturdy authority to engage him tem- 
porarily for the work. This we did, and he denied ever having been con- 
victed, and we were favourably impressed with his whole appearance; so that 
practically the Board are responsible more than Mr. Sturdy”’—and Mr. 
Flavelle apparently took the responsibility for taking him on. This letter 
was in answer to a letter from me. 

Mr. MacBrine: Do I understand Lickers has been working for the De- 
partment since then ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: No. Positively no. 

Masor Tormir: I was going to ask the witness what is the custom in 
your Department in Hamilton in regard to searching prisoners; are they 
searched when they are arrested or do you take them to the lock-up and then 
search them, especially a woman ? 

A.—lIt is against the rules to search women by a man; that is the rules 
of the department. If it is a man arrested for theft you can search him 
right away to find if there is any stolen goods on him, and if it was a wo- 
man you would have to watch her closely to see she did not get away with that. 

Q.—Would you allow one of your officers to go through the pockets of 
a woman before she was brought to the lock-up ? 

A.—No. 7 

Tue Cyarrman (Mr. Curry): What is your practice where you send 
a man into a place where you believe there is selling of liquor, and you follow 
him in, what is your practice in getting the marked money ? 

A.—If he had money, on him we would ask him to show us his money. 
I have done that as an actual fact and we get the money on him; that was 
one of Licker’s cases. | 

Q.—Supposing it were a woman that was selling, and you had reported 
to you by your officer that he had paid the woman, what would you do there ? 

A.—We would not search her. 

Q.—Would you ask her to produce her money ? 

A.—If she did voluntarily we would. 

Q.—If she would produce it? 
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A.—I would not search her— 

Q.—If she produced the money you would take it? 

A.—Oh yes, and give her a receipt for it. 

Q.—You would not search her ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Harz: When you stated that you sometimes gave money, the au- 
thorities gave money to a man who went out to buy— 

A.—The police do not do that; we have no money, 

Q.—You told us something about somebody having money given to them 
to purchase liquor from these illicit sellers ? 

A.—No. 

Tur Cuarrman: What Mr. Cruickshank said was this, that the Inspec- 
tor handed to the special officer money to go and buy, and then he followed up 
the special officer, saw him go into the house, saw him come out, got the liquor 
and immediately went in? | 

A.—Yes, that is it. 

Mr. Harr: Is it a practice when you are sending out a detective to ap- 
proach a criminal or a supposed criminal to send a police officer who was well 
known, a city policeman who is well known at his heels to see that he disposes 
of the money with which he has been entrusted to buy—would you call that 
good police practice—supposing you had me employed to catch somebody who 
was supposed to be selling liquor, and I had been entrusted with money to go 
and purchase that liquor, would it be good police practice to send a well known 
police officer of your department along with me to see whether I disposed of 
the money or not ? 

A.—If you were on the police force too? 

Q.—If I was what you call a spotter or thug or whatever you call them ? 

4 A.—Yes; it would be a good thing to have an eye on him, 

Q.—What would the effect be on catching this person, don’t you think this 
other party would have an eye on the police officer ? 

A.—We do not go and let them see what we are doing. 

Q.—It seems to me a very crude way of doing business. 

THe Cuarrman: Inspector, what you do is this, when you see the special 
officer is given the money then you send him to this house that you are direct- 
ing him to? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—After he has got sufficiently far away that you will not be known as 
being with him, in company with him, you quietly follow on and see him enter, 
keeping yourself hid as well as possible from observation of the house, and 
then when he comes out you at once go forward, ascerain if he has made the 
purchase, and then follow right in? 

A.—Yes, that is the way. ; 

Mr. Harz: After having done that, and he has paid over certain moneys, 
and he has got what he went for, and you make an arrest and bring the ee 
there, you search for that money, do you not, to see what money he has? 

A.—If it is marked. 

Q.—Of course it will be marked money ? 


A.—Sometimes it is not. 
Q.—How would you do if it was not marked, how would you convict ? 
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A.—The one that would pay the money— 

@.—If he denied everything ? | 

A.—We would take the number of the bill; we did not mark it. 

Q.—That is practically marking it, that is a marked bill ¢ 

A.—Well. 

Mr. MacBrive: You arrest the man right then, don’t you? 

A.—Yes,. 

Q.—Not a week or a month after ? 

A.—wNo. 

Mr. Evans: Supposing it happened to be a woman, what would you do 
in that case ? - 

A.—It would depend on conditions; if it was a woman with small child- 
ren we would not arrest her. 

Q.—In case where there are no children and a young woman, what is 
done then ? . 

A.—We always use our judgment to the best we can for the benefit of the 
people; we have to be humane in all things. 

Mr. Hart: You find out first of all if he has the money, you assure your- 
self that a purchase was made by seeing the money you had marked or regist- 
ered ¢ 7 
A.—We do not say it is marked money. f 

Mr. Evans: Supposing then he comes out and he tells you he has this 
bottle of whiskey, and he paid that marked bill of which you have the number, 
over to a lady in there, what do you do to that lady, supposing she has put 
that money in her pocket, what do you do in that case? 

A.—We leave it there, we would not take it out. 

Tur Cuarrman: Do you not search the man before he leaves you to see 


if he has any liquor? : - 


A.—Yes, we always do that. i 

Q.—Do you sometimes search. then to see he has no money except the 
money you give him? | | 

A.—We have done that, too. 

Q.—And you sometimes, when you get a bottle of liquor, search again 
, to.see if he has any money left on him, don’t you? 

A.—We generally find out the circumstances. 

Mr. Lennox: The Attorney General asked the question if there was 
not friction beween the local police and the provincial police. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I think I asked if there was any friction. 

Tur Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): Was there any friction so far as you 
know between the Hamilton police, the regular police, and the provincial 
police in the enforcement of the Act? | 

A.—There was no friction only they stood apart from us entirely. 

Q.—For the last two or three months ? / 

A.—Yes, we did not co-operate one with the other. 

Q.—Before that had you any? 

A.—No. 

Q.—There had been no friction whatever ? 

A.—No, I always gave them the list ready for them to go around the 
City of Hamilton. 
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Me HON Mr. Ranry:, You say that was the condition when J effrey went up 
here ? 

A.—That was before. 

Q.—That was the condition for more than a year past, because he was 
up in January last year ? 

A.—I never have spoken to the man. 

Mr. Dewart: This was in August. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Oh yes. 

Masor Tormie: Did I understand the witness to say that he did not 
perrye os the methods adopted with reference to the foreign section ? 

.— Yes, 

Q.—It weakens your hands with regard to the foreign people ¢ 

A.—I do not believe in—I believe in controlling these people with a firm 
hand, and not going around and throwing any reflection on the police foree— 

Mx. Dewart: What was it you were going to say you did not believe 


in? 


| 


| 





A.—I do not believe in a man under the influence of liquor going down 
there. 


Wir11aAmM Davipson: Sworn, examined by Mr. Lennox: 

Q.—What is your position ? 

A.—Patrol driver. 

Q.—Where? 

A.—In Hamilton. 

Q.—Do you recall an occasion when an arrest was made of a Mrs. Frier 
and a man named Workman at Hamilton? 

A.—I do not remember Workman; I remember Mrs. Frier. 

Q.—What is your recollection of that occasion ? 

“A.—It was in the evening about six o’clock; there was an automobile 
drove up in front of the station; I was looking out of the window and I 
thought there was something the matter the way the man acted. __ 

Q.—What was there made you think there was something wrong ? 

A.—One man jumped out of the far side of the automobile and came 


around and they grabbed this woman in the car and pulled her out, and 


forced her into the station, one in front and one— 

Q.—What do you mean by forced? Was she resisting ? 

A.—There was one on each side, and they had her’by the wrist. 

Q.—How did they handle her? 

A.—They got out of the automobile, one got out of the far side of the 
car and came around, and the way he came around quick I thought there was 
something the matter. 

Q.—Was there anything the matter? | 

A.—There must have been; they brought her into the station and 


charged her with breach of the O.T.A. 


Q.—Was there anything the matter with the men? 

A.—I found out afterwards one man had been drinking. 

Tue Cuarrman: Not what somebody told you. 

Mr. Lennox: How did you find that out ? 

Tue Cuarrman: Mr. Lennox wants to know if you yourself knew any- 
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thing with regard to that man at that time, what you saw or smelled or 
heard from him? 

A.—When he came out of the automobile first after he came in the 
station I smelled liquor. 

Mr. Lennox: Who was the man? 

A.—This man Jeffrey. 

Q.—The provincial officer ? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—What was his condition at the time he had this woman under 
arrest ¢ 

Mr. Hari: Will we be able to get this man here ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Oh no, he has gone to England. 

Mr. Hatz: It seems to me we are getting a lot of Jeffrey here, and the 
man has no chance to defend himself. | 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I suppose if he had been at a bootlegger’s and taken 
some whiskey there his breath would smell of whiskey ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And I suppose if it was real swamp whiskey it might have affected 
him very quickly ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: What was his condition ? 

A.—He seemed very excitable. There was another man with him and 
they said they charged this woman with breach of the O.T.A. 

@.—Where did they say they got the liquor ? 

A.—They did not say anything to show where they got the liquor. 

Q.—Was Jeffrey the only one who was in your opinion under the in- 
fluence, or was the other man_who was with him under the influence? 

A.—The other man you could notice was under the influence of liquor. 

Q.—Well, he was bringing this woman in charged with breach of the 
‘Ontario Temperance Act, and the man that was doing it was under the in- 
fluence of liquor, is that true? 

A.— Yes, | 

@.—Did he lay the information at the station when he brought this 
“woman in? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—The case came up, so I am instructed, next day ? 

A.—It came up the next day; I took the woman up to the Central 
Station that night. 

Q.—Did you keep her in jail all that night ? 

Tue Cyarrman (Mr. Curry): Do you know? 

A.—I took her to the Central Station from No. 3 station. 

Mr. Lennox: Was she detained there that night ? 

A.—I could not say. | 

Q.—Do you agree with the Inspector that Jeffrey was drunk when he | 
brought the prisoner in, he was drunk the next morning, under the influence 
of liquor, I should say ? 

A.—I did not see him. | 

THe Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): The Inspector did not see him next 
morning; it was Macbeth saw him. / 
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Mr. Lennox: Yes, the Inspector saw him the next morning. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The Inspector said he was excited and seemed to be 
under the influence of liquor. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you see him the next morning? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know why the case was adjourned ? 

A.—No, I do not know. 

Q.—How long have you been a police officer ? 

A.—Nine years. 

Q.—Was Jeffrey in a condition to discharge his duty in your opinion? 

A.—I would not think go. 


Q.— Why ? 
| A.—A police officer ? 
: Q.—Why? 
A.—A man under the influence of liquor, he was not capable, that is my 
opinion. 


Q.—He was not what? 
A.—He was not capable of looking after the case he had on hand. 
Mr. Hatt: Was he drunk? 
: A.—No, he was not drunk; he was under the influence of liquor. If 
you are drunk you are incapable. 
Q.—How much liquor would a man have to take before he would 
be under the influence of liquor ? 
A.—I could not say. I have seen a man say he had two drinks, and 
he was impotent—some men can drink more than others, I could not say; I 
knew one man said he had only two glasses of whiskey and he was drunk. 
| Q.—How many glasses of whiskey did Jeffrey say he had had? 
A.—He never said he had any, to me, at all. 
| Q.—By what method did you arrive at the conclusion that he was under 
the influence of liquor ? 
_A.—By his actions, and I could smell his breath. 
Q.—Could not he walk straight ? 
A.—He could walk. 
Q.—Without making X’s and W’s? 
A.— Yes. 
Q.—Hon. Mr. Raney: Did he talk rationally? 
A.—He talked very excitable. 
Q.—He talked rationally ? 


f 





A.—Yes. Re ig 
Mr. Hatt: He could talk straight ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Mazsor Totmire: Was he sober? 


A.—He was not sober. 
Mr. Hatt: Could not a man get excited in connection with the case— 


you say that he arrested this woman and that it required two to get her out of 
the car into the police office, don’t you think that some men might be just ex- 
citable enough to give a person the idea that they were under the influence 
of liquor, and they might be under the influence of excitement ? 

Mr. Lennox: You think the witness is mistaken ? 
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Mr. MacBrive: The man was in Hamilton; he cannot get excited there. 
Tue Cuatrrman: You were looking out of the window when the car 
drove up? 


A.—Yes. | 

Q.—The man got out on the far side and came around the ear ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—The other man got out on the near side out of the car, that is right ? 
A.—Yes. 


©.—Did the woman make any effort or any attempt to get up and follow 
them out ? 

A.—They did not waste no time. 

Q.—Did she make any attempt or did she sit still, because the man 
went around the car ? | 

A.—TI could not say; they seemed to grab the woman and pull her out. 

Q.—Had she made any appearance to get out’ of the car ? 

A.—I don’t think so. 

Q.—When the car stopped she must have known it was coming to the 
police station, that you would be known to her ¢ . 

A.—She said she did not know there was a police station there. 

Q.—Apparently she knew she was under arrest and going to the station, 
ard arnaxontly she made no effort to get out of the car ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did you know this woman? 

A.—Not until that day. 

Q.—You are driving the patrol waggon ¢ 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—You would not have any knowledge as to whether she was on the list 
of your station for selling liquor ? 

A.—I know she was not on the list as far as | know. 

Q.—As far as you knew she was not on the list? 

A.—No. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: [If it were true that this woman had resisted the officers 
when they were arresting -her, and that there had been a very unpleasant scene, 
and they had great difficulty in getting her to go with them, might that ae 
count for the officers excitement 4 

A.—Yes, it might. 

Q.—it was a very unpleasant situation | would infer, from what you 
say, the woman was not apparently coming willingly ? 

A.—She did not resist them at all. 

Q.—You do not know what had happened previously 


A.—No. 
Masor Totmre: You say that the officer was not sober at the time $ 
A.—No sir. | 


Q.—Was he in fit state to give evidence at the time would you say ? 

A.—I would not consider he was. | 

Mr. Lennox: Do you agree with the Inspector when he swore that 
there was no resistance on the part of the woman when they dragged her over 
into the police station ? 

Tur OnatrMan: That was not the Inspector, but Mr. Macbeth. 
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> Mr. Lennox: Mr. Macheth—do you agree with that? 

— A—Yes. | 

_ Tuer Cyarrman: He said they pulled her out of the car, brought her to 
the station and slung her in the door, 

~ Mr. MacBrive: You are patrol driver in Hamilton ? 












= A.—Yes. 
_  Q.—How many years? 
_ A.—Three. 
_ Q.~You bring a great many intoxicated people to the station in the 
vatrol ? 
A.— Yes. 
Q.—Ever bring women ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—Can you give us any other instance in which it was necessary to 
reat another woman the way this woman was treated, do you know of any 
ither ? 

_ A.—No, usually—this woman was not drunk. 

Q.—A suggestion has been made by one witness that she was slung or 

ragged in. 

_ A.—No, usually a woman walks in if she ig sober. 

@.—You do not know of any other instance where a woman was treated 

s this woman was treated, do you ? 

A.—Not if she is sober. 

Mr. Hari: Did you ever know of one being carried in ? 

A.—Yes—sober or drunk ? 

Q.—Yes, sober or drunk ? 

A.—I have seen women carried in both ways. 

| _ Q.—Both sober and drunk they are carried in ? 

Mr. MacBripe: I presume you have rules and regulations for the con- 

ie of your foree in Hamilton ? 

 A.—Yes. 

 Q—If any of your officers on the Hamilton force was in the condition 

pirey was, what would happen, would he be dismissed immediately ? 

_ A.—He would be suspended by the Sergeant in charge of the men. 
Q.—Something has been said here about the Attorney General suggested 

at Jeffrey might have had to drink some liquor himself in order to secure a 

(nviction—do any of the Hamilton police officers in enforcing the law have 

t be intoxicated or partially intoxicated to get a conviction—do you know of 

éy case ? 

| Tue Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): You know well enough they could not 

y liquor from a bootlegger, a police officer. . “3.0 
Mr. MacBripr: With all due respect I think the Hamilton police force 

2 endeavouring to enforce the law according to the best methods ; we are try- 

x to find out whether Jeffrey was pursuing proper tactics; would any of the 

mobers of the Hamilton police force in their endeavour to enforce the O.T.A. 

dit necessary to be intoxicated or partially intoxicated ? 

mA. No Sir. | ; 
Q.—So that Jeffrey, whatever kind of liquor he drank, was not acting 

» part of a good police officer, was he ? 





; 
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A.—No sir. : 
Mr. Wivprrtetp: It has been brought out that the Hamilton police 
officer was acting beyond his duty in locking this woman up without the pro- 
duction of a warrant; if that be so I would like to ask the witness—we have 
had the witness’s statement that this man Jeffrey was intoxicated, it is very 
strange that this man that was intoxicated could put it over this Hamilton 
police officer who was not intoxicated in that way; how does that strike you? 

A.—I did not get the question. 

Q.—How does it strike the witness, this position of affairs, would you 
say the Hamilton police officer was intoxicated on that occasion—the man in 
charge of the police station that locked the woman up? 

Mr. Hartz: The officer in charge when she was brought to the police 
station. 

Mr. Wipprrtetp: Would you say he was intoxicated 

A.—No, he was not intoxicated. 

Q.—Dies it not strike the witness as rather strange that this man 
Jeffrey whom you say was intoxicated could put it over the man Macbeth who 
was not intoxicated in that way 4 

Mr. MacBrive: There is no suggestion Jeffrey put it over anybody. — 

Mr. Wiprrretp: The question is whether Jeffrey was intoxicated or 
not, and we want to know just the relative position of these two men, the re- 
lative condition of those two men on that occasion. 

Mr. MacBrive: I ask your ruling if there was any suggestion the 
other man was intoxicated. 

Tur Cuarrman: (Mr. Curry): There is no suggestion that Mr. Mae- 
beth was intoxicated; but the Member of the Committee is quite right and 
regular in the manner in which he asked his question. 7 

Mr. Hatz: The suggestion is the police took the woman in without a 
warrant; they did not see the warrant anyway. 

Mr. MacBrivz: If I understand the evidence correctly when Mr. Mae 
beth was in the box he said he reported it to the Inspector ; he did not say he 
took the woman in and locked her up; he detained her, and he reported 1 
to his Inspector. 

Mr. Lennox: She was slung in. 

Mr. Haru: He did not sling her out. 

Tue Onarrman (Mr. Curry): To answer the question of the Membe! 
of the Committee, Mr. MacBride, as to the police officers finding it necessar) 
to drink, they could not buy liquor, could they, from a bootlegger ? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—What is your practice when you know that a place is selling liquor 
or have good reason to think that the place is selling liquor, get somebody t 
go and buy it? 

A.—Well, we cannot get anybody to go and buy it. 

Q.—That is you cannot, but the Inspector can ? 

A.—The Inspector might. 

Q.—You yourself cannot; have you known people to be employed to g 


and buy ? 


A.—I have; it is a few years ago. 


| 
i, 
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_ Mr. Homutu: By . Inspector, do you mean Police Inspector or 
License Inspector ? 
| Tue Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): The Inspector of his police division ? 
_ A.—We never give money to them to go and buy. The Magistrate in 
Hamilton gave the impression that if they send a man in he won’t give them a 
s0nviction. 
_ Mr. Homuru: It is an unusual custom for a police Inspector to give 
noney ? 
_ A.—Yes. 
_ Hon. Mr. Raney: There are certain class of cases that might very well 
ye handled by your local police because they have not funds to send men in 
0 buy; you have to do largely with the class of cases where you can’ go and 
aid a place and find the stuff there and take it away ? ! 
— A.—Yes. 
Mr. Evans: Was it extra unusual, this scene of pulling the woman out 
f the car? 
_ A.—It seemed to me there was something the matter. 
Q.—You have seen both drunken women and sober men carried in? 
A.—If the woman resists we have had to carry her in. 
Tue Cuarrman: I think we have exhausted that ad nauseam. 
Mr. Lennox: I think the Member ought to be allowed to pursue it if he 
rants to. 
THE CuHarrman (Mr. Curry): If he wants to. 
Mr. Lennox: I think you are right. | : 
Tue Cuatrman: Is there any other question that has not been asked or 
ny viewpoint that has not been gone over that any Member would like to 
sk a question upon ? | 
Mr. MacBrivz: I would like to ask the Inspector one question. 
Tur CuarrmMan (Mr. Curry): If the Inspector is here I would like 
» ask him a question myself; but you might ask your questions first. 
 Joun Cruicxsuank, Recalled. 
| Mr. MacBrive: It has been brought out very clearly that your record is 
AT,” everybody has agreed to that; that being so I understand some months re- 
mtly there was a squad of special police officers went in there from the 
rovince into Hamilton, am I correct ? 
_ A.—I kept no track of them. 
Q.—In the evidence it came out this morning recently a number of 
cers had gone in without your knowledge? — 
A.—Oh yes; they are coming in all the time. 
Q.—Are you consulted when they come in ? 
A.—No. 
Q.—So that notwithstanding all your experience and your integrity offi- 
irs from this Provincial Department are sent into your city to work their 
isiness without your knowledge ? 
A.—Yes, that is right. } 
Tar Cuarrman (Mr. Curry): That has been for the last two or three 
lonths ? | 
'A—Yes. 
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Q.—Prior to that you had been consulted 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now you can tell me, this woman Mrs. Frier, did you know her? 

A.—I knew her, and we had considerable trouble with her. 

@.—Was she on your list that you BO of the people that are suspected. 
of selling liquor ? | 

A.—Yes, worse than that. | 

Q.—Had she been convicted of selling liquor? 

A.—I forget. 

Q.—But she was on your list? 

A.—It is a house of bad reputation. 

Q.—Do you mean by that a house of ill fame as well? 

A.—We suspected. 

Q.—Being both a place where liquor was sold and being a house of ill 
fame? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Is that any reason for handling her the way they did? 

A.—TI did not see; I was not there. 

Q.—Any other officers here from Hamilton ? 






| 
| 
| 
| 


) 
| 
| 






A.—No. 
Q.—Is Mr. Sturdy here ? : 
A.—No. 


Mr. Lennox: May I ask you to hear Mr. Joynt, who comes from, 
Shallow Lake, and wants to get away. 
Agreed to. 


Tuomas Joynr: Sworn, examined by Mr. Lennox: 

Q.—You live where ? 

A.—Close to Shallow Lake. 

Q.—Where is that with respect to Owen Sound 4 

A.—About nine miles west of Owen Sound. 

Q.—You carry on the business of what ? 

A.—Farmer mostly, and drover. 

Q.—I understood you were in the hotel business once 

A.—Sometimes when the hotel is empty. 

Q.—You own a hotel, and when you have not a tenant you operate if 
yourself ? 

A.—At night. 

Q.—Is‘it a standard hotel or not? 

A.—Yes, it had a license. 

How. Mr. Raney: Has it now? 


A.—WNo. 
Mr. Lennox: Is the business being carried on now ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—By somebody else ? 

A.—Yes, it is rented. 

Q.—I believe that a charge was made against you for breach of the | 
Ontario Temperance Act? a | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When was that ? 
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A.—That would be,a year ago last. January. 
Q.—Was there a trial? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—And as a result of the evidence that was given at that trial on behalf 
of the Government, what happened to you? 

A.—Accused of selling a bottle of liquor. 

Q.—What happened a you as result of that trial ? 

A.—TI was tried and fined $500 and costs. 

Q.—How many witnesses gave evidence against you? 

A.—Two. 

Q.—What did they swear to—let me ask you, do you know the names of 
the witnesses ? 

A.—Well, CO nteHeon: 
By SW was the other man? 
_ A.—TI do not recollect. | 
~ Q.—Henry ? 

A.—TI believe it was. 

Q.—Tell me first what testimony Henry gave ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That testimony is in writing. It is not quite fair— 

Mr. Lennox:’* You know the rules of evidence as well as I do. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I think I know them so well, if the testimony is in 
writing you cannot ask a witness to give evidence of any it was. 

Mr. Lennox: Do you suggest a witness cannot give evidence as to some- 
‘thing he heard in his own presence under oath ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I suggest the evidence being available that is the 
dest evidence. However, go on. 
i Mr. Lennox: I am going to file the evidence; I have asked for Mr. 
Dyer. 

Q.—What did Henry swear to? 

A.—I do not know these gentlemen, but they swore they came into the 
hotel, looked around and they got a bottle from me; I don’t know, I have not 
read over their evidence. 

_ Q.—Did they both swear that? 

A.—Yes. 
| Q.—As a result of the evidence given by these two operators were you 
eonvicted ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And they gave you $500; have you got the money back ¢ 
A.—No, I did not. 

_ Q.—Did you give evidence 4 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did you sell to either of these witnesses a bottle of whiskey ‘ 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.—When McCutcheon, one of the operators pledged his oath in this 
Committee room that that bottle of whiskey was not bought at your place 
would that be true? 

A.—It was not bought in my place. 

Q.—That would be true? © 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Were either of these two men who gave evidence with the result that — 
you were fined $500 ever in your house ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Was there any evidence given at the trial with respect to anything 
else outside of the bottle? % 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Was there any suggestion of evidence with respect to anything else i 
save the selling of the hottle ? , 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 


Q.—So that you were convicted and had to pay $500 and costs ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—For having upon the evidence of these two operators sold a bottle of — 
whiskey ? ‘ 


A.—That is right. 

Q.—Have you got your money: back yet ? 

A.—No Siz. i 

Q.—Who was the Magistrate ? 4 

A.—Mr. Creasor. / " 

Q.—Did anybody else give evidence other than these two spotters ? i 

A.—No, not to my knowledge—Sarvis— ) 

Q. —Sarvis—I think his evidence is that he got the bottle from the 
spotters ? | 

A.—Yes. a 

Q.—Was there any person who gave evidence which resulted in the Gov-_ 
ernment taking from you $500 other ‘than McCutcheon and Henry ? 

A.—No. 

Ture Cnarrman: Is that a fair way of putting it—being fined $500, 18 
not that the fair way to put it? | 

Mr. Lennox: You must let me word my own question. 

Tur Cuairman: You are asking him to swear the Government took the 
money away from him; that is not what he meant. | 

Mr. Lennox: Tet ane put it the other way so that there will be no mis- 
understanding; Henry. and McCutcheon outside of Sarvis identifying the 
bottle, were the only two witnesses who gave evidence on that trial ? 

A.—The only two. 

Q.—And yourself ? 

A.— Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It follows from that, does it not, that there could 
not have been any other evidence ? : 

Mr. Lennox: As a result of the evidence that they gave before the 
Magistrate at Owen Sound you had to separate yourself from $500? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Tur Onarrman: And the Statute makes that go to the Government. 

Mr. Lennox: Was there an atom of foundation or truth in the charge 
that was laid against you? | 

A.—No Sir, there was not. 

Mr. OKeE: Nee have been convicted and have had to pay a fine of $500 
and costs ? | : | 


A.—Yes. 


; 
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Mr. Lennox: And costs? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Oxe: I would like to know from you, as an hotel man, have you 
ever sold liquor contrary to the O.T.A. ? 

. A.—WNo Sir, I did not. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Does that go back beyond the Ontario Temperance 
- Act too? 

_ A.—You can go as far back as you like. 

Q.—You never sold any liquor contrary to law? 


A.—No. 
Q.—At any time? 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.—You mean that to be quite absolute, and anybody who says any- 
thing to the contrary is saying something in which is not an atom of truth. 
A.—TI offered Mr. Beckett $100 the day of my evidence if you could 
get any reliable man in Shallow Lake to state I sold him a bottle of whiskey. 
| Q.—Or any intoxicating liquor ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—At any time? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you ever been convicted ? 
A.—Yes. | 


Q.—How many times. 

A.—Not for selling booze. 

Q.—Have you not? 

A.—WNo Sir. 

Q.—How many times have you been convicted / 
A.—Not for selling liquor. 

‘Q.—How many times have you been convicted for a breach of the Tem- 
| perance Laws ? 

A.—Oh a couple of times being the worse of liquor. 
| Q.—How many times ? 

A.—I was not guilty of that. 

Q.—Leave out this $500 case in January 1921 for the present, leave 
out the case Mr. Lennox was speaking about, when were you convicted last be- 
fore that time ? aa 
A.—I could not tell you; I did not take any stock in it. 

Q.—Where were you convicted last before that, in what place 
A.—Shallow Lake ? 

Q.—What was the charge then ? 

A.—For giving a glass of liquor away? 

Q.—For giving a glass of liquor away? 





A.—Yes. . 
Q.—Not for selling it? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Just for giving it away ? 


A.—Yes. ; 
| - Q.—Where were you said to have committed that offence ? 


A.—Shallow Lake. 
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Q.—When was that, what year ¢ 

A.—I could not. tell you. 

Q.—In the hotel there ? 

A.—Yes, that is where they claimed it was. 
Q.—Were you fined then? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—How much? 
A.—$200. 

@.—You paid that fine? 
A.—Yes. 


Mr. Oxre: As a matter of fact did you give a glass of whiskey away! 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: So that even then you were innocent ? 

A.—As far as I know I was. 

Q.—Nobody ought to know better than you? 

A.—I should. 

Q.—You know Mr. Beckett, don’t you ? 

A.—Yes, right well. 

Q.—How many times has he prosecuted you? 

A.—Him and me we never hit it very well. 

Q.—You do not hitch very well? 

A.—No. 

Q.—How many times has he prosecuted you ? 

A.—You will have it there. 

Q.—Do you know ? 

A.—May be twice or three times. 

Q.—This case in which you were fined $200 and costs, who had you 
furnished the liquor to that time? 

A.—I do not know. . 

Q.—The name was given at the trial of course, were not you at the 
trial ? 

A.—Well, you know I settled. 

Q.—You pleaded guilty? 

A.—Yes, I am here to tell the truth. 

Q.—You were charged in that case with selling liquor ? 

A.—They said I did; I do not remember selling any. 

Q.—You were charged with selling ? 

A.—No, not selling. 

Q.—Why was the standard license taken away from your hotel? 

A.—Local Option came in. 

Q.—Had you ever had a standard license under the new law? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—Who was it that you supplied the vitae to for which you were. 
fined $200? 

A.—I do not remember supplying it to anybody. 

Q.—Who did the Inspector say you had supplied it to? 

A.—He did not say. 

Q.—You pleaded guilty ? 


4 
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| A.—Some of the boys said they thought that was the best way for me to 





do. 
| Q.—You did not give evidence on that occasion 2 
— A.—No. 
| @.—No witness was called at all ? 
A.—No. 


@.—You did not ask whom it was said you had sold the liquor to? 

A.—No, I did not sell any. 

Q.—Or whom it was said you had given the liquor to? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Whom did you give it to? 

A.—I don’t know; I do not remember giving it to any one. 

@.—You part with your money rather easily don’t you; you were ac- 
cused of a serious offence and you do not even inquire who is making the 
accusation; that was in 1918; that was under the Ontario Temperance Act, 
was it not? 

A.—I guess it was. 
| Q.—I understood you to say you had never committed any offence 
against the Ontario Temperance Act? 

_ A.—I did not sell any liquor. 

Q.—You gave it away? 

A.—I do not remember giving it away. 

Q.—Did you have liquor at that time in your hotel ? 
A.—Not to my knowledge. 

@.—Did not even have it? 





A.—WNo. 
Q.—Never have had liquor in that hotel ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Even for your own use ? 

A.—Well, such a thing I might have for my own use. — 

Q.—Answer that question; have you ever had liquor in that hotel ? 

A.—I might have. 

Q.—How much at a time? 

A.—One drink or so. 

Q.—Never bought as many as a dozen bottles at once? 

A.—Never bought a case of liquor in my life. 

Q.—Even under the old law? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did you have a license under the old law? 

A.—No. I did not buy it. 

Q.—I said did you have a license under the old law—was your hotel 
icensed @ 

A.—Yes, a short time. 

Q.—While you were running it? 

A.—No, I did not run it. 

Q.—Then I see you were fined—tell me who the Magistrate was who 
rdered you pay $200 in 1918? 

A.—Mr. Creasor. 


| 
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q 
q 


554 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 


| 








- Q.—I see on August the same year you were fined $25 and costs; what 
was that for ? ' 
A.—What year was that ? a 
Q.—1918, the same year ? 
A.—I do not remember that. f 
Q.—Mr. Beckett says so over his own signature, would you dispute with 
him ? ) | 
A.—I do not remember that. 
Q.—Were you ever fined up in North Bruce for any offence ? 
A.—Yes, and was not guilty neither. I told Creasor right in Courts 
I told Beckett right in Court— 
Q.—We are talking about North Bruce now, what was the fine in 
North Bruce ? 
A.—$25 I guess; I could not tell. 
Q.—How many times were you fined in North Bruce? 
A.—I don’t think I was fined only once. 
Q.—Who was prosecuting then—who was the Magistrate? 


A.—I forget. 
Q.—Did you plead ouilty that time ? 
A.—No. 


- Q.—Did you plead guilty in this case before Mr. Creasor, in Augull 
1918 ¢ 

A.—That is the $200? : 

Q.—No, the twenty-five dollar case ¢ | 


A.—No. 
Q.—Did you plead guilty then ¢ 
A.—No. . 


Q.—There was evidence in that case too? 

A.—TI did not plead guilty. 

Mr. Lennox: What were you charged with ? 

A.—I guess the worse of liquor. 

Q.—Y ourself ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCrea: What was the charge ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Charged with being drunk and convicted on the 19 
August, 1918 ? 

A.—I will tell you what I said, I never was so drunk but I could changé 
a ten-dollar bill for the best man I ever saw. 

Q.—This man McCutcheon, you remember McCutcheon who gave 
evidence against you ? 

A.—WNo. | 

Q.—The man who gave evidence against you in the last case when you 
were fined $500 ? 

A.—I do not remember him at all. 

Q.—Mr. Beckett tells me you have been rather a bad actor? 

A.—He has been fighting me and I have been fighting him. He is ¢ 
worse actor than Joynt. “Beckett swore a lie in Court hate Creasor agains 
J oynt. | 

Q.—Who is Beckett ? 
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A.—License Inspector. 
—  Q.—Up in Owen Sound ? 
_  A.—TI told right in Owen Sound he swore a lie. 
Q.—This Mr. Beckett is a man of pretty good reputation ? 
A.—Yes, by some. 
Goris man McCutcheon who gave evidence against toa in January, 
1921, when you were fined $500, Had you seen on before 
‘A —No Sir. 
| @.—Do you remember a dance you had at your house just before that 
time ? 
_ A.—There was a dance there. 
_ Q.—And McCutcheon says he was there? 
_  A.—I do not remember it. 
Q.—He swore to it the other day ? 
A.—All right. 
Q.—You would not say he was not there? 
A.—No, I will not say he was not there—I don’t think he was there. 
Q.—You said he was there at your dance, will you swear he was not? 
A.—Not to my knowledge. 
Q.—He says you sold him drinks that night ? 
A.—Nothing of the kind; I deny it. 
Q.—Did you sell any ene to anybody that night ? 
A.—WNo sir, no more than soft stuff. 
| Q.—No Hae stuff ? 
A.—WNo. 
Q.—Nor at any other time? 
A.—Nor no other time, and more than that anybody that was in the 
ote] I always warned them not to sell no drinks. 
Mr. Lennox: That is the tenant? 
A.— Yes. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I see you were fined twice for being drunk in North 
sruce 4 
A.—I don’t think go. 
Q.—Mr. Beckett says so ? 
A.—I think I beat him as often as he fined me. 
Q.—At all events you admit you have been fined four times, convicted 
ur times ? 
| A—TI would not just say it was four times. 
Q.—I have a record of four cases here; you were innocent in all those 
es ? 
A.—I always said so. 
Mr. MacBripve: How long have you lived in this place you are now 
ving in ? 
A.—About fifty-three years. 
Q.—And your family lived there ? 
A.—Yes. , ; 
_ Q.—Have you any other business besides this hotel that is spoken about ¢ 
_ A.—I am a farmer, live stock. 








‘ 
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Q.—Who is this man Beckett we hear so much about; what does he 
do up there? 

A.—He is Inspector in Owen Sound. 

Q.—Any other business ¢ 

A.—Not that I know of. 

Q.—Has there been a feud between you for some years, differences, bit- 
terness ¢ | 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—A case of Beckett get you or you get Beckett ¢ 
A.—Yes. 3 


Q.—What particular nationality are you outside Canadian ? 

A.—I am Irish I guess. , 

Q.—I understood you were charged in January, 1921, and fined $500 on 
the evidence of a man named McCutcheon and a man named Henry? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are you aware that McCutcheon the other day at this Committee » 
finally admitted that he did not buy the liquor from you ? 

A.—I heard that was so. 

Tur Cuatrrman: That is the bottle of liquor. = | 

Mr. MacBrive: Yes. So that he has himself admitted to this Committee | 
that he gave false evidence against you at the time you were fined; can you | 
explain how McCutcheon and Henry came to go up there; were they ever 
there before to your knowledge ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. | 

Q.—So that there has been three or four fines of twenty-five dollars back- | 
wards and forwards between you and Beckett? 

Tur Cuatrman: One of two hundred dollars. 

Mr. MacBrive: And finally McCutcheon and Henry drop in? 

A—I do not remember either one of them. 

Q.—You speak of this Magistrate Mr, Creasor ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is he a man with legal training, a lawyer ? 

A.—He should be. 

Q.—How long has he been there? 

A.—He has been there for years. 

Mr. Raney: One of the best Magistrates in the Province. 

A.—I would not say so. | 

Mr. MacBrive: I am glad to know there are a few good ones left; 1| 
thought the good ones were being removed. | 

A.—Yes. 

Tre CHarrm@an: You don’t think much of the Attorney-General’s opinion © 
of magistrates, do you 4 ! 

A.—No, I do not. 

Mr. MacBriwwre: The name of Mr. Sarvis was mentioned ? 

A.—Yes. ‘ 

Q.—As coming into this trial; in what respect did he come into it? | 

A.—I eould not say; he was a stranger to me. 

Q.—Was he at the trial in the Court Room ? 

A.—Yes. 
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@.—He had a bottle? 


» A—Yes 
| Q.—Did he give evidence? © 
A.—No. 


|. Q.—So that he came possibly just to direct the other two. Another 
point came up, a certain charge was made against you and you pleaded guilty, 
| what was the object of that plea, was it on the advice that the fine would be 
| smaller if you pleaded guilty ? 

A.—Yes. 

Tue Cuatrman: He said some of the boys thought it was best. 

Mr. MacBrive: I think a wrong impression was conveyed to the Com- 
mittee. Any practising lawyer here will admit that he very often advises his 
client either to fight the case or to plead guilty. 

| Tun Cuarrman: That was not what he said. He said some of the boys 
advised him that it was better to plead guilty. 

Mr. MacBrinn: I have known lawyers that are boys; some of them are 
grown up. 

| A.—I was over in Owen Sound, and I know these fellows, I went over 
and Mr. Creasor was sick at the time, and Mr. Beckett said to me, If you 
do it there will be no more about it. 

Q.—It was Beckett that suggested that to you ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—These several fines and the bringing in of these two men McCutcheon 
and Henry, in your opinion is simply a continuation of the feud between 
you and Beckett ? . 


A.—Yes. | 
Q.—That is the way you feel about it? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—You are both Irish, is Beckett Irish ? 
A.—I could not say; I do not think he is Irish. 
Mr. Hart: I would ask this question, he said Mr. Beckett advised him 
n this matter of paying these fines, and I ask him if it was in the way 
friendly advice. 
> A.—I do not know. 
Q.—Want to give you friendly advice to get out of difficulty ? 
A.—I did not want to get in any mix-up about 1t. 
Q.—You took his advice anyway 4 
A.—Yes. 
— Tue Cuarrman: Explain to me why you said the boys thought it would 
ye better—you talked it over with your friends ? | 
A.—Not very much. 
Q.—Did you talk it over with your friends ? 
_A.—Perhaps I did. 2 
Q.—And as a result of the talking of it over with your friends they 
aid to you “Now, Joynt, it is better for you to go and plead guilty ? 
A.—That is what I done. : 
Q.—Is that what they advised you? 
A.—I just went over— 
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().—Did they advise you, your friends, the boys you spoke of, were they | 
the ones that advised you to plead guilty ? | 

A.—No, I went over, I think maybe the best thing I could do was — 
just to pay it. 

Q.—And not have these boys called as witnesses ¢ 

A.—And have no lawsuit at all. 

Q.—That is the $200 matter ? 


A.—Yes. 
().—It was not as a result of what Beckett said to you that you pleaded MT 
‘guilty 4 | 


A.—Mostly it was. 

(.—Why—you had had a feud between you’ 

A.—I did not remember of giving the boys anything to drink. 

Q.—You did not remember giving these boys anything to drink ¢ 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—And the boys said you did ? 

A.—Some said— 

Q.—Some of the boys said you did ¢ 

A.—I guess they did. | 

(). eh as a result of the conversation they said it was better for you to” 
plead guilty ¢ 

A.—No, the boys did not; I was over in Owen Sound. | 

@.—You went over and pleaded guilty, the boys said it was better for 
you to do it, that you had given them drink ? . 

A.—No. | 

().—Did the boys say to you that you had given them liquor ? 

A.—TI don’t think they did. 

Q.—You told me a minute ago that they did! 

A.—I said maybe the boys said so. 7 

Mr. MacBrive: You told us you have lived 53 years up there; you are a 
well-to-do farmer ¢ 

A.—Fairly well. 

Q.—There are other police officers in Owen Sound besides Beckett ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Have any trouble with any of the others? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Beckett is the man you have had trouble with 4 | 
A—~Yes: ‘a 
Q.—There is no doubt at all that there was a frame-up on you on 
January, 1921? o 


A.—Sure, nothing else. When I gave my evidence I told them it 
was a straight steal. | 
Ok view of the evidence now given by McCutcheon; have you any it 
assurance that you are going to get your money back, have you approached 
the Government ? i 
A.—I think my lawyer did. 
Mr. Lawyer: That does not mean you will get it if your lawyer gets it. 
Mr. MacBripp: It is fairly well established now that that was a frame _ 


up? 
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A.—Certainly it -was. | 

Mr. J. B, Jounston: You said you were advised by Mr. Beckett, the 
Inspector, to plead guilty ? 

A.—No, I did not say that. I went over, I think I asked Mr. Beckett if 
I settled would there be any more about it, something like that, and he 
advised me to settle it, there would be nothing more about it. 

Q.—You accepted his advice? 

A.—Yes. 

Tue Cuarrman (Mr. Ourry): You approached him? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Jounsron: You thought that was good advice? 

A.—I was kind of busy at the time. 

Q.—Did you take that as good advice or not? 

A.—I guess I did. 

@.—You say you do not remember whether you gave these men a drink 
or not ? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—Could you give them a drink, was it possible for you to give 
them a drink at that time? 

A.—I will tell you what the boys said I gave them. 

Q.—Was it possible? 

A.—No, it was not possible. 

Q.—Could you have given them a drink? 

A.—No. 

Q.—It was not possible ? 

A.—I had not got it there to give them a drink, 

Q.—Why did you plead guilty? : | 

A,—They have been in like a wolf and they would likely sting me. 

Q.—You said it was good advice? 

A.—So I did. 

Q.—Why was it good advice? 

Mr. Lennox: Because they were after him? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McCrea: Wanted to avoid publicity. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Have you ever been in Court charged with any other 
offence ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Are you sure now ? 

A.—For debts or anything ? 

Q.—Any offence, have you ever been in Court for any other offence ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Are you sure? 

A.—You might tell me where it was and what it was? 

@.—In Walkerton ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was that ? , 

A.—That was through the wrong party accusing me of the wrong. 

Q.—What was charged against you? 

A.—For swearing false I guess. 
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Q.—When was that ? 

A.—Quite a while ago. 

Q.—What happened to that case? 

A.—It was dismissed. 

Q.—By whom ? 

A.—By the Court. 

Q.—Did you go to a Jury ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—What Court; who was the Court ? 

A.—At Walkerton. , 

Q.—Who was the Judge? 

A.—I forget. 

Mr. Taytor: Would it be Judge Klein ? 

A.—Maybe it was. 

Q.—How long ago? 

A.—KEight or ten years ago. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Do you recall Mr. Beckett searched your hotel just 
a little while before this last $500 case in January, 1921% 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You remember that ? 

A.—While I was there? While other people were there he might. 

Q.—Did you know of his searching it? 

A.—No. 

Q.—The party that we have been talking about that McCutcheon said 
he attended, the dance, was that in the hotel, the dance? 


Q.—You were there that night: 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Were you running the hotel that night? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.-—I am asking. you whether Mr. Beckett the Inspector, searched the 
hotel a few days before that ? 

A.—No, not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Some time before that ¢ 

A.—He was in a time or two and I told him— 

Q.—How long was it before this party? 

A.—I would not say. 

Tum Cuamman (Mr. Ourry): What he did say was that he was in 
a time or two; he has not said whether he searched or not ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. I told Mr. Beckett-any time he came in “not 
to come in the doors till I search you so that I see you have no bottles.” 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You wanted to search him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: You are a wise Joynt. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Beckett says, “Shortly before Mr. Joynt was 
fined I searched his house and found five or six bottles, each bottle contained 
whiskey; there were a few drops left in the bottom of each bottle ?” 

A.—That was while I was there ? 

Q.—It was a few days before 4 
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A.—No, that was when there was a tenant there. 

Q. Sania not you tell Mr. Lennox that you occupied the hotel yourself at 
peut time ? 

A.—Yes, but this time that Beckett searched was before I occupied it; 
a tenant was there. 

@.—Who was the tenant ? 

A.—I could not say—Charlie Newburn I think it was. 

Q.—Were you living there at the time? 

A.—No, I was up on the farm. 

Q.—Were you there when Mr. Beckett made search ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Were you there that day? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. McCrea: How big a place is Saree Lake ? 

A.—When the Cement Works were running, five or six hundred. 

Q.—How far is your farm from the hotel ? 

A.—Half a mile. 

Mr. MacBrwe: Something has been said about Beckett finding five or 
six bottles in the hotel while the tenant was there; was any charge ever laid 
against the tenant ? 

A.—Yes. id 

Q.—The tenant was charged at the time he made this search? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was he fined ? 

A.—Yes, and he left. 

Q.—Another case the Attorney-General has stated you were tried for 
some years ago, and you were dismissed, found not guilty in a proper Court ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You mentioned the fact that Beckett, you told him you would like 
to search him when he came in to search you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—From what you say is Beckett a man—that—? 

A.—I had no use for him and he had no use for me I guess. 

Q.—Was there any indication that he might have liquor, did he drink 
liquor ? 

A.—That is what often people say. 

Q.—You thought he might have a bottle as well as you. It is a cold 
country up there. 

Mr. McCrea: Can you tell the Committee what reason this man Beckett 
would have for persecuting or getting after you as you suggest, the way he did? 

A.—Nothing in particular, no more than with you here. I will tell you 
there is a man right behind you (referring to Mr. Taylor) and I will defy 
any man in our country to get up and say any wrong word against me; I have 
been doing business for forty years. 

Mr. Lennox: How do you vote? 

A.—I voted both ways. 

Mr. McCrea: You have a great many friends around there in that com- 
munity I would judge ? 

A.—Lots of friends. 
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Q.—You do extensive business in stock buying 
A.—Not such a great deal. 
Q.—You have done an extensive business in stock buying ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And are known from one end of the country to the other? 
AS Allover: | 


Q.—I suppose at your own private house you would give a man a drink 
there ? 

A.—If I had it I would, but lately you are not supposed to give a fellow 
a drink. 

Q.—It is all right at your own house. Is there any fishing up there at 
Shallow Lake ? | 

A.—-There is. 

Q.—What sort of fish # 

A.—Trout. 

Mr. Harz: It has just come to our mind that the witness told us awhile 
ago that he had never had any difficulty with the regular police authorities, 
while just previous to that he admitted that he had been before the Court for 
being drunk; did Mr. Beckett have you brought before the Court for being 
drunk, or was it the ordinary police authorities ? 

A.—I would not say which it was. Do you mean the police of Shallow 
Lake ? 
~ Q.—Or wherever it occurred, or Owen Sound, wherever you were charged 
with being drunk, was it Mr. Beckett who brought that, the Inspector, or was 
it the police ? 

A.—They came up from Owen Sound. 

Q.—It would likely be the police from Owen Sound 4 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Homutu: You say Mr. Beckett did not lay the information against 
you for being drunk ? 

A.—No, I don’t think I said that. 

Q.—Did Mr. Beckett lay the information against you 4 

A.—I could not say. 

Tur Crarrman: He did not lay it against you in Owen Sound, did he?’ 

: Mr. Taytor: It would not be Mr. Beckett in the Bruce charge. 

A.—He might engage somebody. 

Tue Cuarrman: We want to know whether Mr. Beckett was following 
you up and hounding you in any way in order to get convictions against yout 

A.—Certainly, Mr. Beckett was always following me up. 

Q.—In what way? Did he lay these informations against you for being 
drunk ¢ 
A.—That is what I would like to find out, who laid these informations. 

Mr. Hatt: Has Mr. Beckett jurisdication over Bruce County too ? 

A.—I think he has. 

Tur Crarrman: He was not at Walkerton when you were fined there 
for being drunk ? \ 

A.—At Hepworth. 

Q.—Beckett was not up then ? 

A.—He was at the Court there. 
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Q.—He was not there when you were arrested for being drunk ? 

A.—It was down in Tara, I went down and bought stalls for my stable 
und I was bad with rheumatism and Beckett and Raney were down at Tara, 
and I came home and got on the same train and they accused me of being 
drunk, and he swore a lie. 

Q.—Have you not been arrested by the police for being drunk ? 

Mr. McCrea: Or summonsed ? d 

A.—Summonsed, I guess. 

Q.—Where were you when you were supposed to have been drunk 2 

A.—Down at Tara. 

Q.—How far is that from your home? 

A.—Twelve or fourteen miles. 

Q.—So that it was not in the neighborhood or vicinity of the hotel at all? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Were you running the hotel at the time? 

A.—No. 

Q.—So that the charge was not in connection with your management 
of the hotel ? 

A.—No, I never run the hotel no more than just at night. 

Q.—You were down at Tara doing some other business ? 

A.— Yes. . 

Q.—And you came home with Mr. Beckett on the train? 

A.—Yes, sitting in the station alongside, and then he had me convicted 
for being drunk, and I was a little lame with rheumatism. 

Q.—You felt at that time they were putting another one over you ? 

A.—Yes. 


The Committee adjourned at 1.10 p.m. until to-morrow at 10 a.m. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


May 19, 1922. 


The Committee met at 10 A.M. with Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
The Minutes of May 18th were read and confirmed. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: I wanted to ask Mr. Budway a question or two, but 
I would prefer Mr. Lennox should be here when I am doing it. I do not 
want to waste our time, and I will call Mr. Montgomery. 


Albert Andrew Montgomery, sworn; Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney. 
Q.—What is your employment ¢ 

A.—License Inspector for the City of Toronto. =~ 

Q.—Are you a regular License Inspector or Provincial Inspector ? 
A.—Regular License Inspector, Provincial Inspector. 

Q.—How long have you occupied that position? * 

A.—3l% years. 
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Q.—You were appointed under the old Government ? 

A.—I was on probation under the old Government and appointed under 
this present Government. 

Q.—You were appointed first for special work ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—You have always been in Toronto in this work ? 

A.—Yes, mostly. 

Q.—And the operators in Toronto, the special officers, are they in your 
charge ? 

A.—There were some at some times. 

Q.—Who is your immediate superior officer now ? 

A.—Chief Ayearst. 

Q.—How long have you been Inspector ? 

A.—Since I was appointed by this government. 

Q.—When was that ? 

A.—About when this government came in. 

Q.—Shortly after this government came in? 

A.—Yes. 

(.—You had been on the service before ? 

A.—I was on probation. 

Q.—And your appointment was made permanent after this government 
came in? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Since then you say Mr. Ayearst has been your superior officer ? 

A.—Yes; I have always reported to him 

Q.—You have had a squad of special men under you? 

A.—From time to time. 

Q.—Mr. Hammond is not I understand under the Ontario Temperance 
Act branch, he is under the Criminal Investigations branch I believe 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that there are two heads in Toronto? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Although the work has sometimes overlapped 4 

A.—Yes, it has at times; sometimes he would be working on the same 
work as myself and sometimes I would. 

Q.—Speaking generally about the men you have employed, the men 
employed under you to carry out this work, what do you say about them, 
have they been thugs and criminals? 

A.—No Su. 

Q.—What have they been ? 

A.—They have been men, I would not call them thugs and criminals, 
I think the men that are out of work and looking for a job I believe they 
were honest in the work that they were doing. 

_ Q.—Have you ever knowingly kept in your employment a man who 
was a criminal ? 

A.—No, I never have, not that I know of. I had one at one time, I found 
out he had been in the Police Court, I found out that he had been arrested 
for theft, and he was let out immediately after. 
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Q.—When you find that a man has had a criminal record when you 
discover it, what do you do? 

A.—We let him out. 

@.—You dismiss him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is it true that you have ever had under you enforcing this law 
men who could be called thugs? 


A.—WNo Sir. 

Q.—Neither thugs nor criminals? 
A:—-No Sir. | 

Q.—At any time? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—By letting out you mean dismissed 2 
A.— Yes. 


Mr. Marsnatzi: What is meant by a man having a criminal record ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What do you mean by that? 

A.—A man who had been arrested for theft or something like that more 
than once. | 

Q.—A man who had been convicted ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Marsnatz: If he were convicted for being drunk would you say 
he was a criminal ? 

A,—I would not consider him a criminal for being drunk. 

Q.—As far as your employing him was concerned ? 

A.—I would not consider him a criminal, not for getting drunk. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What is the practice—Mr. Marshall raises that ques- 
tion—supposing one of your men gets drunk what happens then ? 

A.—If he got drunk, if it did not happen too often it would be over- 
looked probably once, but if he continued to get drunk he would be simply let 
out, he would be dismissed. 

Q.—Do you remember having drawn to your attention a memorandum 
which I sent to the Commissioner of Police some months ago, instructing him 
that there was to be no second chance for men getting drunk, that if a man 
got drunk once he was to be dismissed ? 

A.—I believe I got a notice of that description. 

Q.—Have you been following the rule since ? 

A.—Yes, I have. 

Q.—Let me read to you a charge that was made in the House, the state- 
ment in the House was: “Not only does the Attorney-General give employ- 
ment to thugs and criminals, but I say further with all the emphasis that I 
can command, that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the 
Attorney-General assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
Act”—was there any truth in that statement as far as you know? 

A.—As far as I know there was not. 

Q.—(I am reading from Mr. Lennox’s address as reported in the Mail 
and Empire): “I can understand the administrator of a department being 
deceived by his officials and servants, that is inevitable, but I cannot conceive, 
nor will the public condone any Minister keeping in his employment a man 
who had been convicted and served terms to his knowledge in the enforce- 
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ment of the Ontario Temperance Act’’—have you ever kept under you in 
the service of the government any man to you knowledge who has been con- 
victed of serving a term of imprisonment ? | 
A.—WNo. sir. 
Q.—Have you ever known any such man to be kept in the service ? 
A.—I have not. 
Q.—A case has been mentioned in evidence of one named Robinson 
whom I think was under you? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And he was fined in the Police Court ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Tell us the circumstances of that case—who was Robinson ¢ 

A.—Robinson was one of our—he was not a spotter in a sense, he was 
a man that went around and found out the places to take our operators to; 
he was the leader we might say. ; 

Mr. Curry: Prospector 

A.—He was not supposed to be used in the witness box, if possible, that 
is he was not to give any evidence, but unfortunately one night he went out, | 
one Friday evening he went out through the Ward I believe is what he told | 
me, and he got doped, some bad whiskey. I found out the next morning, 
Saturday morning when I came to the office about nine o’clock, I found out — 
through some of the men that he was in the Police Court for being drunk, 
arrested for being drunk. 

Hon. Mr. Ranvy: This was last fall I believe? | 

A.—Yes, some time in October. I knew that the man did not have any © 
money. I went over to the Police Court, saw him in the dock, and he got 
up first and he pleaded not guilty; and I said, I spoke to him and I said 
“Tf you plead not guilty it means you will have to stay in till Monday”; I | 
said “You plead guilty and I will pay your fine’; and he admitted he was 
drunk. So I paid his fine. At the end of the month it was taken out of 
his wages and given back to me. 

Q.—After his appearance in the Police Court, he was not locked up at 
all; it was said he was in jail? | 

A.—No. sir. 

Q.—After his case was called in the Police Court he was not locked up at 
all 2 

A.—No. . 

Q.—You paid his fine and took him ¢ 

A.—I paid his fine out of my own pocket and took him out and brought 
him over to the office, and after he got the cheque at the end of the month he 
paid me the $10. 

Q.—What happened ? 

A.—He was kept on for probably three weeks after that. 

Q.—Then what ? 

A.—Then he was dismissed at the end of the month. 

Q.—What kind of a fellow was Robinson ? 

A.—He is a good clean boy, done his work well; that was the only 
trouble, if he got a drink he could not stand it. Otherwise he was what I 
would call a real respectable boy. , 
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Q.—Apart from the fact of that lapse he was a good clean boy you say ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You paid his fine out of your own pocket ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And next pay day he paid you back? 

A.—That is correct. 

Q.—Did you ever employ women in enforcing the law? 

A.—Never, neither as a witness nor for information, nor in any other 
manner, shape or form. 

Q.—You have been in charge of the enforcement of the law in Toronto 
for the last 314 years? 

A,—About 31% years. 

Q.—Under the old government and under this government? 

A.—Under the old government and under this government. 
| Q.—Did I understand you were appointed to be Inspector under the 

old government ? 

A.—Yes; I was appointed on probation, and of course when the govern- 
ment was going out they would not confirm my appointment; they left it for 
the other government to consider whether they would do it or not. 

(.—You have been in pretty close touch with Mr. Ayearst all the time ? 

A.—Always; I always reported to him, with the exception I might 
have reported to Gen. Elliott when he made the change in the office; I made 
some reports to him once or twice. 

Q.—There has been a great deal said here about a man named Courrian 
who left the service I believe some time last October, did Courrian work 
under you? 

A.—He was working with me, yes sir. 

Q.—What have you got to say about Courrian? 

A.—I have not anything to say about him only what is hearsay. 

Q.—So far as your own personal knowledge is concerned ? 

A.—<According to my own personal knowledge Courrian always did 
his work fair and square as far as I seen. I know on one or two occasions 
he was brought up before the Commissioners for reports that were going’ 
around about him. I served the subpoenas on the people that were to appear, 
myself, under the old Board, under Mr. Flavelle I should say, and when he 
was brought up they could not prove anything, they did not know anything 
about him. 

Q.—You say there were two investigations of him? ‘ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And were you present at both? 

A.—I was present at both. 

Q.—Both before Mr. Flavelle? 

A.—One was before Chief Ayearst and the other before Mr. Flavelle. 

| Mr. Lennox: Was there any reason you could suggest to the public 
why a man under suspicion should be kept in the employ of the government ? 

A.—WNo. | 

Q.—Were there suspicions against Courrian ? 

A.—I have not heard of any; nobody ever came direct to me and told 
me anything. 
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Q.—So far as you were concerned he was, I suppose I may use the word, 
an admirable officer ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—No question about that ¢ 
A.—No. 


Q.—I wonder if he ever was convicted of violating the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

().—I wonder if he was ever under arrest ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

@.—Am I to understand that you enforcing the Ontario Temperance 
Act, had never heard anything against Courrian ‘ 

A.—Only these two investigations we held in the office. 

@.—One was held before Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the charge that was read? 

A.—He came to the office one day under the influence of liquor, he was 
reported 

Q.—I want you to tell the public, would he be the class of operator that 
would commend itself to you ? 

A.—Well, you could hardly blame a man for getting—— 

Q.—I am not blaming him; I am asking you if you approve of that? 

A.—I would not approve; I don’t think it would be detrimental to the 
public for a man to get drunk in that position. 

Q.—I think you are right; I think they are under that impression 
themselves, the way you are enforcing the Act? 

A.—Because if a man goes out 

Q.—Are you fair to yourself ¢ 

A.—I think so. 

Q.—Is it necessary for a man to get. drunk to enable him to establish 
his case ? 

A.—No, it is not necessary. 

Q.—Did you ever get drunk in order to enforce B.O.T.A. ? 

A.—No sir, not for a long while. 

Q.—Did you ever find it necessary to get drunk in order to establish 
a case against a man who was charged with breach of the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act? 

A.—Absolutely not. 

Q.—If you did not why should other men get drunk ? 

How. Mr. Raney: Was Courrian on duty at the time he had this lapse? 

A.—WNo sir, he was not. 

Mr, Lennox: You just keep quiet for a minute; I will bring out about 
Courrian. 

Q. —TI want you to tell the “nite whether in the discharge of a man’s 
duty in order to enforce the O.T.A. you ever found it necessary to get drunk? 

A.—No. sir. 

ele there any excuse for a man getting drunk in order to enforce 
B.O.T.A. ? 


A.—Not necessary, no. 
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Q.—Would you regard a man who gets drunk as being a good officer 
or a bad one? 

A.—I would not say he was a bad one because he got drunk, because 
under the circumstances he was working he would be liable to—he might 
get 








Q.—You think 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Let him finish his answer? 

A.—He might under the circumstances, he could take one or two drinks 
and the liquor that he would get probably would not be the best, it might be 
doped, and he would be considered drunk, and he only had two drinks. 

Mr. Lennox: How many times did you get that kind of liquor ? 

A.—I never had any yet. 

Q.—How many times did you find you were doped ? 

A.—I never took any to get doped. 

Q.—How many times did you take a glass of liquor for the purpose 
of getting a conviction ? 

A.—I never took any. 

Mr. Curry: That does not fall within your line of enforcement, does it? 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, it does. 

Mr. Curry: Was it necessary in your line of enforcement for you to 
drink at all? 

A.—Not necessary, I never did, not in enforcing it. 

Mr. Lennox: Why not? 

A.—It is not necessary. 


Q.— Why ? 
A.—Because I do not have to do it. 
Q.—Why ? 


A.—Because the operators are the men that taste the liquor and sample 
it if they want to buy it. 

Q.—Tell me how many operators you have under you to-day % 

A.—I have not any; I have not had since November Ist I think it was. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—On account of the change that General Elliott made in the Depart- 
ment; he gave that work over entirely to the Provincial Officer Hammond. 

Q.—Tell me what you have done since November to earn your salary‘ 

A.—I have seized stuff on the C.P.R. freight sheds, have seized stuff 
on the C.P.R. freight trains, I have inspected the hotels and reported the 
condition of the hotels; I have laid information for confiscations of liquor 
since November. 

Q.—What is your position to-day ? 

A.—License Inspector, Toronto. 

Q.—What was your position before November ? 

A.—The same. 

>—Why the change ? ie 

A.—I don’t know, only that as far as I was told General Elliott wanted 

Provincial Officer to handle what he called the criminal work of the Depart- 


ment in Toronto. . 
Q.—Am I to understand you have no one under your control now? 
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A.—No. sir. 

Q.—How many did you have approximately ? 

A.—I had at times six. 

Q.—Six operators ¢ 

A.—Two operators. 

@.—Who were they? 

A.—Matchett, Robinson—Robinson was not an operator. 

Q.—He was a spotter ? 

A.—No. you would not call him a spotter. 

().—Ever one called 2 

A.—That is the general way to call them spotters—a man named 
Morrissey was another one. 

@.—I want you to tell me with your experience is it necessary to employ 
criminals to enforce this Act? 

A.—No, it is not necessary to employ criminals; you cannot tell a 
man is a criminal till’ you find out. 

Q.—I am not asking that? 

A.—It is not necessary to employ them, no. 

Q.—I want the public to know whether in your experience it is possible 
that the O.T.A. can be enforced by decent respectable honest men ? 

A.—Yes, it can. 

Q.—I want you to tell the public is there any excuse for employing men 
who have been in jail, who are convicts ? 

A.—No, I do not think it is necessary. 

().—Do not hesitate ? 

A.—It is not necessary. 

().—Is there any justification in your opinion as to the experience that 
you have had under two governments for the employment of a man who is 
tainted ¢ 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Could you as an Inspector, realizing your position, justify your- 
self in giving employment to such a man? 

A.—I would not do it if I knew he was a criminal. 

Q.—Robinson was charged with drunkenness ? 

DESY 6s) sir 

@.—And arrested, I think I am safe in saying—I am not going to make 
this as a statement—in a disreputable house ? 

A.—No sir, he was not arrested in a disreputable house. 

().—Where was he arrested ? 

A.—On the street is what he told me. I have only his word for it, I 
believe what he told me. 

Q.—Arrested on a charge of drunkenness ? 

A.—yYes sir, he was drunk. 

@.—He was arrested on a charge of drunkenness, according to your 
information, upon a public street in the city? 

A.—I believe so, yes. 

Q.—Arrested on a charge of drunkenness while he was being paid in 
this province to enforce the Liquor License Act? 


A.—Yes, p 
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Q.—And that is the class of officer that you approve of ? 
A.—Well 
(.—Say yes or no? 

sere Mr. Raney: You are entitled to answer the question in your own 
way ¢ 

A.—I would not say a man of his caliber, because I believe he was an 
honest and faithful worker 
' Mr. Lennox: Please answer my question? 

A.—I would employ him, yes. 

Q.—Do I understand you to some extent are responsible for the employ- 
ment of this class of man? 

A.—My men employed 

Q.—Please answer my question ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Answer in your own way? 

A.—The men were employed in my department under the supervision of 
- Chief Inspector Ayearst; he was always consulted before a man was taken 
on under me. 

Q.—Did you employ anybody on your own authority? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—Everbody was employed by him? 

A.—Employed through him. I asked his opinion of them before they 
were employed. 

Q.—Did he see them and make inquiries ? 

A.—Yes. © . 

Mr. Lennox: Am I to understand that a man who is drunk, a man who 
has been in jail for being drunk, in your opinion is a proper man to enforce 
the Act? 

Mr. Curry: He was not in jail ? 

A.—He was. not in jail. 

Q.—He was in custody, but not in jail. 

Mr. Lennox: The police station is jail. 

Mr. Curry: No, it is not. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The witness has already sworn he was arrested and 
brought to the Police Court. 

Mr. Lennox: I have the evidence. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: The evidence before the Committee this morning was 
he was brought to the Police Court and the witness went over to the Police 
Court and paid his fine and took him away from the Court that morning. 

Mr. Lennox: So that there may be no misunderstanding; did you have 
to look through the bars and see him ? 

A.—No, he was in the dock in the Police Court. 

Q.—You did not go to the station @ 

A.—No. 

Q.—Mr. Curry has suggested the difference between the police station 
and the jail, what difference is there—cells in both places are there not? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—And a man who is arrested and sent to the police station is put im 
exactly the same kind of a cell as he is if he is sent to jail? 
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A.—Practically the same; they are all on the same basis, built the same 
way. | 
Q.—You cannot get in to see him nor can you interview him without 
permission of the Sergeant or the man who is in control ? 

A.—Without permission from the Inspector—police station or jail? 

().—Either ? 

A.—If you want to interview a man in the police station you can inter- 
view him through the Inspector, otherwise not. 

Q.—I am fee interested in your evidence, and I don’t want to be 
unfair with you, this man was in jail on charge of being drunk. 

Mr. Curry: I object to the term in jail, because that is said in order 
that the public may think he was down over the Don. The word ‘in custody’ 
is fair. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: The man was arrested on the street for being drunk; 
he was taken to the police station for being drunk, and the next morning when 
he appeared you paid his fine and took him with you? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He was loped up after his arrest until you paid the fine in the 
Police Court ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: After the speech of the Honourable Attorney-General the 
inan was arrested for being drunk ? 

A.—That was the charge against him. 

Q.—The Honourable Member for South-East Toronto objects to my say- 
ing that he was in jail; I withdraw that; he was only behind the bars 
at a police station; how long did he stay there é 

A.—He was there over night. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Because he was drunk. 

Mr. Lennox: Are you giving this evidence ? 

How. Mr. Raney: It is simply silly, farcical. 

Mr. Lennox: Are you giving the evidence 4 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Go on and waste the time you are doing. 

Tur CuarrmMan: Go on. 

Mr. Lennox: What time of the day was it when you got him out ? 

A.—The Police Court drunk cases come up between half past nine and 
ten o,clock. 

Q.—Was he convicted of being drunk ? 

A.—He pleaded guilty. 

(.—Was he convicted ? 

A.—He would be if he pleaded guilty. 

Q.—Why did you pay the fine? 

A.—Because he had no money himself; I would not see him kept in jail 
over Sunday for the sake of paying $10. I paid it out of my own pocket 
and got it from him when he got his cheque. 

Q.—Did he get drunk during the course of his duty ? 

A.—WNo. 

@.—Why did you pay his fine? 





Se. ee 


is a minute or an hour, you say it was three weeks 
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A.—Because he had no money to pay it himself. I would do it for any 
man. 

@.—So that there may be no misunderstanding; in the employ of the 
government we have a man who got drunk on the public highway while not 
in the discharge of his duty, and the fine was paid by you while you were 


Provincial Officer ? 


A.—He was drunk on the public highway. 

Q.—Would it be fair for me to say in the House when the report of 
this Committee comes in, that after a man has been fined for being drunk 
on the public highway when he was an operator employed by the people 
to enforce the Ontario Temperance Act he was still retained ? 

A.—He was retained after, yes. 

Hoy. Mr. Ranzy: How long was he retained ? 

Mr. Lennox: I do not care if he was retained a minute. 

Tur Cyarrman: Answer the question. 

A.—He was retained about three weeks after till the end of the month. 

Mr. Lennox: Am JI to understand this, and I don’t care whether it 





Mr. Curry: It does not make any difference if he was retained, it is 
the same principle. 

Mr. Lennox: Quite so. 

Q.—Can you as an officer justify the retention of a man of that kind 
in the enforcement of this act—you can say what you like? 

A.—I believe that a man of his caliber—TI retained him until the end 
of the month on account of his position. 

Q.—Why did you discharge him ? 

A.—Because I did not want him any more. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—My work was through as regards using him. 

Q.—Am I to understand and is the public to understand you would 
have kept this man on? 

A.—No, I would not have kept him on after the end of the month. 


Q.—Why ? 
A.—Because I did not want him. 
Q.—Why not? | 


A.—Because I could not have depended on him then after getting drunk. 

Q.—May I ask you this, that during the three weeks that he was in 
your employ when I assume there may have been very many men who were 
accused of violation of the Act, and he was a witness how do you justify 
yourself in keeping him that length of time giving evidence against these 
men—— | 

Mr. Curry: Do you say he gave evidence? 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. Curry: He has said he was not used to give evidence. 

Mr. Lennox: Will Mr. Nield read the question ? 

(The question was read). 

A.—He did not give evidence against any one. ° 

Q.—During those three weeks? , 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Did he ever give evidence at any time? 

t 
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A.—He did once. 

Mr. Lennox: He gave evidence because he paid his fine to give evidence ? 

A.—He did, that is right. 

(.—Was that before he was intoxicated, or after? 

A.—It would be after. 7 

Q.—Before going into that, why did he give evidence? 

A.—Before ? 

().—Either before or after ? 

A.—Because I used him as a Jead for the other operators, and I would 
not put him in the witness box unless it was absolutely necessary. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Because it was not necessary; I had other men. 

Q.—Why would not you put Robinson in the box? 

A.—Because I did not want him in. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—I did not want anybody to know that he was an operator in the 
Department, if it was possible. 

Q.—You put him in the box the day following or two days after you 
paid his fine? 

A.—Probably two days later I did then. 

Q.—And upon his evidence you endeavored as an employee of this 
government to get a conviction and send a woman to jail? 

A.—Not a woman. 

Q.—A man? 

A.—Yes. That was one time it was necessary to see him; otherwise 
he would not have been used. 

Q.—Did you give evidence ¢ 

A.—No, I did not. 

(.—Did you indicate to the Court that you had paid his fine to get him 
out of jail for the purpose of giving evidence ? 

A.—I did_ not. 

Q.—Did you represent him to the Court as a decent, honest, respectable. 
man so far as you were concerned ? 

A.—I did. 

Q.—Was that a fair type of the class of man who was enforcing this 
Act? 

A.—He was one of the good men. 

Q.—Is he a fair type? 

A.—Very fair, yes. | 

(.—He has not ever been accused of arson or murder 2 

A.—No, he is not a thug. 

().—I am not sure if he is or not; you have pledged your oath he is not 
a thug, and you realize what that means ? 

A.—He is not a thug. 

Q.—What is a thug? 

A.—A thug is a man who will come up in the dark and hit you in the 


back of the head and take your money off you. 
Q.—What else is a thug? 
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A.—A man that gets you in a taxic 
or a silk handkerchief and chokes you. 


(.—Supposing a man got you in a taxicab and stole your money, would 


ab and puts a rope around your neck 


5 Q.—What would he be? 

: A.—A common thief, 

a Q.—Supposing a man went into a cellar 

80 cases of whiskey, would he be a thug? 

& A.—No, he would be a common thief. 

" Q.—I may have made a mistake then? 
_  A.—You sure did. 

i) Q.—May I ask you this, 
House, may I ask you how muc 
than you have for the thug ? 

Ly A.—I have not any respect for any one of them. 
a Q.—Supposing I call a man a thug when he is only a common thief, 
would you blame me much? 


A.—You should not do that; you should give him the proper title. 


| Q.—If I had stated that only common thieves were employed by the 
Department you would not blame me for that, would you? 

— <A.—You should not say that. 

_ Q.—You are going to be a little while, I may say 
_ ‘A.—The Department do not employ common thieves, I don’t think, 
Q.—You never heard that ? 

A.—Never heard of them employing common thieves. 

_ Q.—If they did employ a thief, if they did employ a perjurer, that 
)would be very bad would it not? 

A.—Yes, I think it would. 

@.—The Attorney-General called a witness yesterday or the day before 
yesterday, who swore that three men were perjurers while in the employ of 
the Government to his knowledge, what do you think about that? 

| Hon. Mr. Raney: Who is the witness? 

Mr. Lennox: Don’t interject. 

_ Hon, Mr. Ranzy: We want to know. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
the question should be framed so as not to convey the vague statement; I 
want him to say in his question who it was that said that. 

Ter Cuarrman: I think that is fair, Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Lennox: The Chairman says it is fair, and I agree with him. 
Sudway swore that McCutcheon and his brother had both deliberately per- 
ured themselves and made certain statements under oath before this Com- 
nittee. 

Mr. Warren: That is a different story. 

Mr. Lennox: You are going to get into the box, and I am going to 
‘ive you two hours of uncomfortable cross-examination, so don’t waste your 
reath before you get in. 

~ Q—What would you think of the government employing perjurers under 
he Attorney-General who gives no discretion to a Magistrate? 


__A.—I don’t think the government would employ perjurers. 
)—J-22-v2, 
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and beat up somebody and stole 
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Q.—I think you would rather be ashamed of them, would not you, 
the government, if they did it? | 
A.—I don’t know what the government think. | 
Q.—What would you think of the government who after having been | 
reported to them 
Hoy. Mr. Raney: I don’t want to be objecting, but surely these are | 
questions for the Committee, what the Committee thinks of a government, thea 








Committee will form its own opinions from the evidence. | 
Mr. Lennox: I am not a bit interested in the Committee, it is the 


public. 
How. Mr. Ranzy: It is just the old game of beating the air. 
Mr. Lennox: Every time you interrupt I think I am making some i 


j 
: 





headway. | 
Q.—Did you know that a man by the name of Flack was in the employ of 
the government ? | 
A.—I did not. | 
Q.—Did you know that a man by the name of Hayes was in the employ | 
of the government ? 
A.—I did not. ; 
Q.—Did you know occupying the responsible position you did, that both | 
Hayes and Flack introduced a bootlegger to Budway to enable him to buy) 












liquor ? | 
A.—Did I know of it? | 
Q.—Yes? 
A.—WNo. 
Q.—Did you ever see the report? | 
A.—WNo. x 


Q.—Did you ever hear it? 

A.—I heard about it. 

Q.—When ? | 

A.—'That was some time after, after the conviction IT think. 4 

Q.—After what conviction ? 

A.—After the man that they were supposed to get, was convicted. 

Q.—That is Farney, was it? 

A.—J cannot think of the name; it is on Eastern Ave. . 

Q.—How long was it after the conviction that you as an officer of the. 
Attorney-General knew that the man who was egnaged—that these two men 
Hayes and Flack had been mixed up with this sale ? | 

A.—How long had I known it? 

Q.—How soon after? 

A.—Probably it would be a week. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You heard something from somebody? 

A.—Yes, I heard rumors; I did not know. 

Mr. Lennox: What did you hear? a 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Is that evidence, what he heard? ‘There are people: 
who know about these things. | 

Mr. Lennox: Close it off, just as soon as you like. | 

Q.—I say, what did you hear? 4 
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* A.—I heard Budway had got a case down at his place, and 
14 or 15 cases of whiskey involved in it bought frome some bootle 
Q.—What did you hear about Flack and Hayes ? 
A.—I did not hear about them; that was the only thing. 
Q.—What did you hear about Flack and Hayes ? 
5 A.—Nothing at all about Flack and Hayes as far as I know. 
‘ Q.—Supposing a Member of the House got up and made the state- 
_ ment that operators after it was known that they were mixed up in illegal 
_ selling—would that statement be true in view of what you heard of the 
evidence, the evidence you heard Budway give? 
A.—That they were used after they were convicted? I guess it would 
be true. 
Q.—Ift I got up in the House and stated in view of the evidence of 
_ Budway, who was called by the Attorney-General, that Hayes and Flack after 
it had been, brought to his attention that they were criminals, would that 
_ statement be true ? | 
A.—If they were criminals it would not help it to be true 
.—Common thieves ? 
Mr. Ranzy: Do you know if Hayes and Flack stole any liquor ? 
A.—TI don’t know; I don’t know anything about Hayes or Flack. 
Tue Cuarrman: So you don’t know anything about it ? 
Hon. Mr. Raney: If you don’t know anything about it tell us so, and 
we will get on? 
A.—I told him that, 
Mr. Lzwnox: There is no reason for hurry. 
Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Mr. ‘Lennox comes in to this Committee to prove a 
Certain charge. Here is the charge he made: “With full responsibility as 
Member of this House I say that not only does the Attorney-General give 
employment to thugs and criminals, but I say further with all the emphasis 
I can command that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the 
_ Attorney-General, assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act”—that is the charge he made; he spent all day yesterday with 
three witnesses from Hamilton to prove that an officer had been sent from 
Toronto, and had been excited and appeared to have been intoxicated, in 
Support of this charge. He brought another man here from Shallow Lake 
to swear he had never sold any intoxicating liquor, though he had been con- 
victed four or five times. 
Mr. Lennox: You say what is untrue—— | 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Twice of selling liquor and three times of being 
|drunk. What I am calling the Committee’s attention is this, here is a 
charge made by this man on the floor of the House on his responsibility as 
a Member of the House, “That the Attorney-General gives employment to 
thugs and criminals, “but I say further with all the emphasis I can command 
that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney-General 
assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I quite 
understand” he said, “the administrator of a Department being deceived by 
his officials and servants; that is inevitable; but I cannot conceive nor will 
the public condone any Minister keeping in his employ men who have been 
convicted and are serving terms, to their knowledge.” That was a personal 
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matter to me. Now he spends all the time with piffing nonsense just to beat : 
the air, to kill time. I call the attention of the Committee to that statement, — 
and I ask him now to call evidence to substantiate that charge. | 
Mr. Lennox: Will you let me conduct, the inquiry in my own way?. | 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Get along. | a 
Mr. McBriwe: We would get along quicker if the Attorney-General 
would not interject so often. He said my Honorable friend took three hours © 
yesterday. That is not so. We all took a part of the time of the Committee. | 
How, Mr. Ranny: I am not blaming anybody for that. What I am4j 
speaking of is what was sought to be established. The establishing of the | 
fact that an officer of the Department had taken too much liquor in Hamilton — 
does not prove that the Department was employing thugs and criminals and | 
keeping thugs and criminals in its employ in the enforcement of this Actj# 
much less does it prove the Attorney-General did those things. n 
Mr. Mac Brive: That is not the question. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: That is the charge. — 
Mr. MacBrive: That is a matter for argument and the opinion of the- 
House and public. The question raised Just now, Mr. Lennox asked what | 
did you hear with regard to a certain matter; I sat in Court under one o 4q 
vour Magistrates and Crown Attorneys and heard one of your Inspectors | 
give evidence that he heard a conversation over the telephone, and a con | 
viction was registered on that evidence. If you are admitting that kind of 
evidence in your own court let us hear what the Inspector heard. 3 
Tur Cuarrman: It is different hearing a conversation over the telephone. | 
Mr. Lennox: I want to know what was within the knowledge of this | 
official with respect to these two men? w 
A.—I don’t know anything about those two men. | 
Q.—If it were true that Flack had received $2.50 or $3.00 a case a8 | 
commission on the sale of liquor to a bootlegger would he be a proper mat ) 
to employ, in your opinin ¢ | 
A.—Certainly not. 
Q.—Would you have kept him a day ‘ qt 
A.—No. a 
Q.—If a report had been sent to you that that was the fact would you | 
have kept him a minute ? | | 
A.—I would have investigated the report before the proper channel. 
Q.—And if it was true, what would you have done ? 
A.—It would have been for the superior officer to do anything. 
Q.—What would your recommendation have been ? 
A.—He would be discharged. | a 
Q.—You have heard what the Attorney-General said, I made the state | 
ment that men were employed by the Department after they had known they, 
were criminals and thugs, you do not agree with me in the explanation of 
the word thug, but I have higher authority than you on that; if these men, 
were employed after a report having been sent in that they were mixed up” 
with bootleggers, what would you think of an Attorney-General who kept 


them on ? 
A.—lI¢ is not for me to give an opinion of what the Government— — 


Q.—I suppose you are afraid y 
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A.—No, I am not afraid of anybody. 

Q.—Would you have kept him on? 

A.—I would have reported him and the superior officers would have 

dismissed him. 

) Q.—If a very humble Member of the House made that statement with 

that knowledge in his mind he would not be-far astray, would he ? 

_Hown. Mr. Raney: Made what statement? That he employed criminals 

and thugs ? 

Mr. Lennox: No, employed criminals, because we do not agree as to 

the thugs, or perhaps you do not regard a man as a criminal who sells 
illegally liquor or gets a commission on it? 

| A.—He is a criminal according to the law, yes. 

ta Q.—If a Member of the House with that in his mind made the charge 

| that criminals were being employed by the Government he would not be 

| far out? 

A.—Probably not. 

: Hon. Mr. Raney: Let us see, take these things as they go along, the 
| 


| Member who has been asking these questions is basing his questions on a state- 
} ment made by Budway, a signed statement of Budway which was put in here as 
evidence the day before yesterday. 

Mr. Lennox: And Budway was your witness 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: Yes, he was your friend, my witness. 

Mr. Lennox: I suppose you would not do injustice to the public by 
calling a witness that would not tell the truth. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I am not disputing what Budway said to me; I am 
“going to tell the Committee the foundation for this charge; I am going to tell 
‘the Committee the foundation for the charge that Flack had been taking a 
| rakeoff from the bootleggers; here is the foundation for it— | 

Mr. Lennox: May I ask this question; is the public to understand that 
on would put under oath a witness that could not be believed ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I will answer your question. Mr. Budway came to 
the office of the Attorney-General after the speech of Mr. Lennox in the 
| House and said, that there were statements in Mr. Lennox’s speech that 
vere not true. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you expect the public to believe what he said? 
Hon. Mr.Raney: I am not worrying what the public believe. Mr. Bud- 
ny made a voluntary statement, and in view of that voluntary statement 
he made a statement here, and the Committee will judge of its truthfulness. 
Here is part of the story Budway gave Mr. Lennox for twenty-five or thirty 
\dollars;. Budway said, “Arthur Farney told me’—Arthur Farney was the 
‘bootlegger, no doubt about that, he was the man who was arrested and after- 
Pwards convicted for selling these fifteen cases of whiskey—‘Arthur Farney 
‘told me that Flack had told him that I was the right man to get in with to 
‘sell the liquor as I knew all the bootleggers’—Arthur Farney told Budway 
that. Arthur Farney said, “He wanted to drop Flack”—Flack was one of 
w officers—“as he had to pay him $2.50 on each case he sold.” There 
as no evidence before the Committee at all against Flack. It was only 
® statement of the bootlegger named Farney, to Budway. 

Mr. MacBrive: Was that the statement Budway made to us? 
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Mr. Ranzy: That was the statement Budway made and signed, Mr. 
Lennox produces this statement and puts it in as evidence. 

Mr. MacBrive: And you call that man to give evidence? 

Mr. Lennox: Let me put myself right. Budway may have been a per- 
jurer, may have been wrong, I don’t know, I did not present it to the public; 
you did. 

Q.—Arising out of the little speech made by the Honourable the At- 
torney-General, is Flack still in the Department ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—When did you see him there last ? 

A.—I do not ever remember seeing him. 

Q.—You do not know him? 

A.—No. 

Q.—If he were in the Department in view of the evidence of Budway, 
accepting it as being true, because I accept it as being true, the Attorney- 
General having called him, would you engage him? 

A.—No. 

Q.—You heard what the Attorney-General read; outside of that how 
much wrong was I in saying if the evidence of Budway is true that criminals 
were employed by the Government after they knew them to be criminals— 

Tur Cuarrman: These expressions of opinion I don’t think you have 
to answer them if you don’t want to. 7 

Mr. Lennox: You have been eminently fair. 

Tue Cnarrman: I have been fair, but you are asking— 

Mr. Lennox: May I ask you this, because you have risen a great deal 
in my opinion; the Attorney-General asked Mr. Haverson and one or two 
witnesses would that statement be true, and you did not object to that— 

Tur Cuarrman: I know there has been quite a lot of it going on. 

Mr. Lennox: Why should not I be allowed to ask— 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That was a direct statement whether it was true. 

Tue Cuarrman: I am going to try to be absolutely fair between the two. — 

Mr. Lennox: You have been absolutely fair. 

Tue CuarrmMan: But I think the witness ought to understand if he does 
not wish to answer a question that is merely a matter of opinion he does — 
not have to; that is fair enough. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes. 

Q.—Will you answer my question; the CuarrMAaN says you may not” 
have to answer it unless you want to; do you object to answer it ? 

A.—I don’t think I should answer that. 

Q.—If I made the statement in view of the evidence given by the 
Attorney-General’s own witness Budway, which you heard, you were sitting 
here, that they employed Hayes and Flack after he had reported that they — 
were criminals, would I be saying what was untrue? 

A.—They were not criminals according to what Budway said, they 
were operators, they had never been convicted as criminals. 

Q.—Am I to understand from you that a man is not a criminal who 
violates the law? 

A.—He was not convicted as a criminal. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: There is no evidence that Flack violated the law? 
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A.—There is no eyidence that Flack was a criminal. 
| Mr. Lennox: If a man did what Budway says Flack and Hayes did 
while operators, would you consider them criminals? 
. Hon. Mr. Ranry: Budway does not say Flack did anything; he said 
-Farney told him Flack did something. 
Mr. Lennox: Keep quiet. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: No, you will have some regard to the basis of cross- 
examination. 
gs ae Lennox: What did you hear Budway swear to with respect to 
ack ¢ 
) A.—I did not hear him swear anything. 
Q.—Were not you here the day before yesterday ? 


A.—Yes. 
2 Q.—You sat right over here? 
| A.—Yes. 


| Q.—The question the Attorney-General has interjected, what did you 
hear him swear to with respect to Flack? 
, A.—The only thing I heard him say was that he was to get, I think it 
was Flack was to get $2.50 a case or something for getting the liquor for 
him; it was to be paid him. 
| Q.—You heard more than that; you heard Budway swear that Flack had 
- introduced him to Farney ? 
A.—Yes, I heard him say that. 
ise Q.—You heard him swear that by reason of the introduction that he 
_ got from Flack he was enabled to buy this liquor? 
A.—Yes. ‘ 
| Q.—Your opinion may not be very valuable, but would you call that 
_ criminal or not for an operator— ? 
A.—That would be giving him information to a man to get another one. 
Q.—Would you call that criminal ? 
A.—That is not criminal. 
Q.—Would it be right then ? 
A.—It would be right for one operator to give another information to get 
somebody else probably as long as he was not involved in the transaction. 
Q.—Am I to understand that the definition you have given and the 
| statement you have made is what prevails amongst all the officers in the 
Department ? 
| A.—No, I would not say that; I don’t think it does. 
Q.—What would be your opinion of a man who was an operator who 
was getting a rake-off from a bootlegger ? 
j A.—What would be my opinion? He would be a grafter. 
Q.—Would he be the right type of man to engage? 
A.—No, he would not. ; 
Q.—What would you think of an Attorney-General who kept him after 
it was reported—perhaps I should not press that? 
A.—WNo. 
Q.—Because you may get dismissed the same as the Magistrates. Let 
me just read to you the names of some of the gentlemen who were discharging 
the duties of the Government— 
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Tue CratrrmMan: While Mr. Lennox is digging them out, what kind of — 
fellow is Robinson ? 

A.—A very nice fellow. i 

Q.—If it were not for the fact of his getting drunk once, which damages ~ 
his value as a witness, would you still be inclined to have him on the job? 


A.—Yes. ‘ 

Q.—Just because he has made one fall that prevents him from being al 
witness ¢ } 

A.—Yes. i 

Q.—Otherwise he is a pretty good fellow ? 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—Honest and straightforward ? z 


A.—Yes, and he has a family and he has a good position at the present | 
time. | 
Mr. Lennox: I was not objecting to him being drunk; I was objecting © 
to the Department paying his fine to make him fit to give suitors. iy 
How. Mr. Ranry: Did you ever report to your superior officer any man , 
for dismissal who was not dismissed ? a 
A.—No. i 
Q.—Another thing I neglected to ask, was it so that Robinson was to ~ 
have given evidence that morning when you paid his fine? | 
A. —No. / 
Mr. Lennox: He said it was a day or two afterwards. 
Hon. Mr. Ranny: It was a day or two after that? | 
A.—Some time after. qt 
Q.—You did not require him to give evidence that day ? | 
A.—Absolutely not. | 
Q.—I see the charge Mr. Lennox made in the House was that he 
(Robinson) was so drunk that he could not testify ? I | 


A.—No sir, it is not correct. | 
Nar PHA require him to testify that day? | | 
A.—I did not. | | 

| 


Q.—And Mr. Lennox further says that the Government paid the fine | 
of ten dollars ¢ | 
A.—No. sir. | 


Q.—Is that true ? | | 
A.—WNo. | 
Q.—Any atom of truth in it? | 
A.—No. : 

Q.—You paid it out eee your own pocket ? 4 
A.—Yes. ; 


. Mr. Lennox: Is it true that you, while an Wie of the Government, | 
paid the fine? 
A.—Yes, that is true. 
Q.—Is it true that if the case had come on the day he was arrested, 
he was too drunk to give testimony ? ; | 
A.—No, when the case came on ? | | | 
(obs Ths ten to me 2 . o 
A.—He was not drunk when the case came on. 
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4% Q.—Was it true or untrue, I don’t care how you answer the question ? 
_.  A.—I will answer it to the best of my ability. 

he Q.—That was the day he was arrested, if the case in which he was the 
- most important witness had come on, he was not fit to give evidence ? 

® A.—He would be fit to give evidence, because he was sober when I 


_ saw him; if it was necessary to use him that morning even he was fit. 
Dy Q.—That was the day after? 
i A.—You asked me if he could have given evidence on that morning ? 
if. Q.—Not that morning, the day before when he was arrested ? 
A.—He was not drunk the day before. 
M Q.—I thought he was in the cell that night ¢ 
A.—Friday night ? | 
Q.—You paid his fine on Saturday morning ? 
,, a Ves; 
. Q.—Was he capable of giving evidence Friday night ? 
| A.—I did not see him after five o’clock. He was sober when he left 
the office. 
, Q.—Do you know a man by the name of Hayes ? 
A.—TI do not : 
Q.—Did he work in the Department, Norman Cecil Hayes? 
| A.—I do not know. There were men working in the Department that 
_ I never seen. 
} Q.—Did you know a man named Ingram? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Did you know a man named Heaton? 
A.—Yes, Mark Heaton; he was an Inspector, Provincial Officer. 
Q.—I want you to tell me if you can why he was dismissed because I 
have the answer of the Attorney-General, which was given in the House, tell 
me why he was dismissed ? 
7 A.—It is only hearsay evidence I got. 
Q.—You cannot swear ? 
A.—No. Ente 
Q.—I want you to tell the public one single man that ever was dismissed 
by the Department, by reason of him not being a fit man to discharge his 
duties of enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act? 
| A.—One single one? 
Q.—Yes. 
A.—There might be many dismissed I do not know anything of. 
Q.—Tell me one you know of, because I have them all answered here? 
A.—I could not tell you any one. 
| Q.—Can you put your finger or your tongue upon a man who was dis- 
charged by reason of dishonesty, by the Department ? 
BS A.—No, I cannot; I don’t know one. 
i Q.—You don’t know a single one 4 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. Nicxre: How does the witness reconcile that answer with the 
answer he gave the Attorney-General, that he knew of no case recommended 
or dismissal when he was not dismissed? } 

_ -Hon. Mr. Ranuy: The answers are perfectly reconcilable. 
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Mr. Nicxte: I did not say they were not; I asked how he recon- 
ciled that? 

A.—I do not know of any one dismissed by the Department. 

Q.—The Attorney-General asked you this question, do you know of 
any case of a man. recommended for dismissal who was not dismissed, and 
you said no; and then Mr. Lennox asked you to name any person who was 
dismissed by the Department for not being fit, and you said none; how do 
you reconcile those two answers? — 

Mr. Lennox: Do you want him to answer? 

Mr. Nicxzz: That is all; he cannot answer it. Nobody can answer it. 

Mr. Lennox: Do you know a man named O’Leary ¢ 

A.—I do not know.  — 

Q.—What do you know of him? 

A.—Nothing; I know him to see him. 

Q.—Was he in the employ of the Department ¢ 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Did you ever meet him ? 

A.—He used to live beside me on Pearson Ave. some years ago 

Q.—What was his other name? 

A.—I could not tell you that. 

Q.—Was he to your knowledge engaged by the Department ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Was he ever convicted of a breach of the Ontario Temperance Act? 

A.—TI do not know. | 

Q.—Did you ever hear of it ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Do you know a man by the name of McCarger ¢ 
A.—WNo. 


Q.—Did you ever hear of McCarger ? 

A.—No—listen ; 

Q.—Being sent to jail for operating an illicit still? 

A.—No, I don’t know of it. 

Q.—Would that be the class of man that one would expect to enforce the 
Ontario Temperance Act ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He said he never heard of McCarger. ! 

Mr. Lennox: I am getting under your skin again, and of Mr. Wid- | 
difield, my neighbor. 

- Mr. Wipprrierp: How do you know you are getting under my skin? 

Mr. Lennox: Could not, nobody could. 

- Q—wWould that be the class of men that you as one of the leading 
officials of this Province in the Attorney-General’s Department would engage 
to enforce the Ontario Temperance Act? 

A.—He would not be engaged if it were known. 

Q.—I did not ask you that? 

A.—No, he would not engage him, certainly not. 

Q.—Do you know a man by the name of Joseph Martin? 
A.—No, never heard of him. 

Q.—Are you sure? 

A.—Yes, I cannot recollect anybody by the name of Martin. 
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Q.—Let me draw, your attention to this fellow, it may have been Mr. 
_ Ayearst, I am not quite sure, a man by the name of Martin, who was an 
_ operator, has just recently been arrested for perjury, and has just recently been 
_ committed to trial for perjury, did you ever hear of him? 

A.—TI did not. | 

Q.—Did you know that a man by the name of Martin, who has been 
in the employ of the Government for some months, was arrested only the 
last three or four weeks, charged with perjury, and is to-day awaiting his 


trial? 


A.—I did not hear anything of it. 

Q.—Where will I get the official who will be able to come and tell me 
when, for instance, taking yourself, when you became engaged by the Govern- 
- ment, and whether you are still in the employ of the Government, or whether 

you have been discharged ? 
} A.—Where would you get that? 

Q.—Who is the man I will get it from ? 

A.—Chief Ayearst. 

Q.—He will be able to tell me that? 

A.—He will be able to tell you, yes, he is the one. General Williams, 
of course, could tell you too. 

Q.—Did you know a man by the name of Nash? 

A.—No, I did not. 

‘a Q.—Were you at the trial when the case was heard of conspiracy against 
- McCutcheon ? 
A.—No Sir, I knew nothing about it, Nash or anything connected with 
| that. | 
Mr. MacBrive: You understand the O.T.A. thoroughly, the provisions 
and penalties ? 
A.—I do. 
- Q.—You understand it thoroughly, its provisions and the penalties for 
‘infraction ? | 
A.—Yes. 
i. Q.—Am I safe in saying that the penalties are more severe than almost 
any other law in the Statute Book ? 

A.—They are severe, yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Has the Magistrate any discretion ? 

Mr. MacBrinr: Do many of them use discretion / 

Mr. Lennox: They have not got any. 

Mr. MacBripz: Is it not the fact that they are almost afraid to-day to 
use discretion ? 

A.—No, I could not say that. 

Q.—A man who breaks the law, whether it be the O.T.A. or any other 
law, is he guilty of a crime? 
 A.—Yes, it is a crime to break any law of the country. 

Q.—Any man who breaks the O.T.A. is a criminal ? 

A.—WNaturally. ete. 
~ Q—A man who commits perjury under the eriminal code, is he a 
criminal ? 

A.—TI think he is. 
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Q.—So that there would not be any doubt if we could bring before this — 
Committee evidence to show that a man had not only broken the O.T.A,, but — 
also had committed perjury, there would not be no doubt he would be a 
criminal would there é 

A.—I suppose. | 

Q.—So that if evidence is given here that two operators went up to © 
Shallow Lake, framed a case against a man named Joynt, on which Joynt — 
was fined $200, and that afterwards there came before this Committee, one — 
of them at least, and admitted that he had given false evidence, and it was — 
a frame-up, would that man be a criminal, would not he have committed the — 
crime of perjury on his own admission ? | 

A.— Yes. ‘ 

Q.—There would be no doubt he would be a criminal. You are quite | 
aware that the general opinion is that it is very difficult to get men to erfor.e 
the O.T.A. | 

A.—It is at times. 

Q.—You have to get a peculiar type of man? 

A,—Sometimes. ; 

Q.—In enforcing the O.T.A. among the foreign colonies, Toronto, Hamil-~ 
ton, and Brantford, you have to engage a great many men of foreign 
extraction $ 

A.—At times, yes. 4 

Q.—What means do you take to find your record of the type of men 
they are ? | 

A.—I do not employ any of those men myself; I never have employed any. — 

Q.—You spoke in your early answers that one of your men might take 
one or two drinks and he might become intoxicated as the result of one or 
two drinks ? 

A.—It might be possible. | 

Q.—Do you get any very great quantity of doped whiskey from. these 
raids that special operators make ? ) 

A.—Lately when I was working on that job we did get one— 

Tur Onarrman: What do you mean by doped whiskey ? 

A.—Whiskey made out of Florida Water and a little aleohol and— 

Mr. MacBripe: What do you do with that 

A.—It is taken to the warehouse. Any liquor that comes into our 
possession— j 

Q.—Do you know of any Poles, men from Poland, foreigners, that are 
used— | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He did not finish the answer. 

Tur Onarrman: Liquor that comes into your possession that is not fit 
to be sold, what do you do with it? $i 

A.—AIl liquor that comes into our possession is taken into the ware 
house and disposed of there, whatever they think. 

Mr. Lennox: Sold to the public? 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. MacBrive: You say a man might take a couple of drinks and become 
intoxicated, and I want to know if there is very much of that kind of liquor 
in the country ? ! 


Ay 
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Q.—Your records will tell you whether you acquire any very great quan- 
tity of it? 

A.—I have not acquired any great quantity. 

Q.—Is it correct your operators are drinking this doped whiskey or good 


_ whiskey ¢ 


A.—It would be possible for them to slip some on them in their opera- 


tions. 


Q.—Can you give us any instances where any of your operators were 
intoxicated from drinking it? 

Arar Only pore, 

Q.—Can you tell this Committee he was drinking bad liquor? 

A.—Only what he told me himself. 

Q.—Have you any men from Poland, used in the enforcement of the 
O.T.A. ? 

A.—TI have not. 

Q.—Do you know of any in the Department ? 

A.—There may be. 

Q.—Do_you know a man named Chopin? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Or Speik ? 
A.—No. 


@.—In sending out one of your operators to get somebody whom you 


"suspect of breaking the O.T.A., do you ever give the operators money ? 


Aj—— ¥es. 
Q.—Will you describe to the Committee the method you take to see that 


that money gets to the proper destination, in other words to see that the 
operator does not make a misuse of it for his own purposes? 


| 





| 


A.—If you were sending an operator out to catch a place you would get 


him the money out. of your own pocket, which we always do, money used 


for that purpose. 

Q.—Do you mark it? 

A.—The money is marked; it might be five or one or two, or whatever 
it is, the number of the bills are marked on a piece of paper. 

Q.—Is that always done? 

A.—Always done in my office. 


| Q.—Is that the rule of the Department ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—Go on? 

A.—The operator would be given the money in the office, probably not 
‘in the office, it might be on the street, you might get a case when you were out, 
and you would be sitting probably in an automobile, usually the money would 
i taken out just the same as if it was in the office, he would be handed that 





‘Money, he would be searched before he left the office or the automobile, 
‘whichever would be the case, and he would get out of the car, the special 


officer would follow him and see where he went to, to see if he went in the 
proper house; at a certain time they would go in and take the other man with 
him, probably one or two men would follow and see him go into the proper 
place, and wait till he came out again, and then they would go in and make 
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the search. If you could not find the money when you went in, that is in ~ 
a cupboard or any other place around the house, you would ask the man 
in the place, “Have you any money on you?’ “Yes, I have a few dollars.” 
“Let us see it.’ He would probably take a wad out of his pocket and roll 
it over, and you would be looking for that money all the time that was never 
out of his possession. 

Q.—Upon that you would try to register a conviction ? | 

A.—No, if we found the money in the roll he would be handed back 
the money again; we do not take it from him; I never did—put it in his — 
pocket, and I would keep a tab on that man to the station, and he would 
be searched there and the money taken from him and put in an envelope 
by the officer in charge of the station, and then the money would be handed 
to us in the Police Court on the morning of the trial, or probably before. 

Q.—You are quite sure that it is a rule of the department to mark the 
money, follow up and then see the money again in evidence ? 

A.—That was my procedure; I don’t know what anybody else did; that — 
has been my practice. ) 

Mr. Nickie: Would not the word “Identify” the money be the proper 
word ? 

A.—Mark it. 

Q.—You do not mark it; you identify it by the number? 

A.—By the number. 

Q.—Indentify is the proper word? 

A.—In case of a woman 

Mr. MacBrive: How do you account for this money back to the depart- 
ment ! | 

A.—By monthly cheque or monthly expense book. ' 

Q.—Do all the officers do that? ; 

A.—As far as I know. 

Q.—So that the record would be here somewhere ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Properly signed ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—You arrest the accused right. away, you do not leave it for a week 
or two? | 

A.—I usually did. unless a man had property and something that would 
keep him here, and I would summons him. 

Q.—Would you summons him immediately or a week or a month later? 

A.—Immediately, that would be the next day a summons would be 
made out and probably served. | 

Q.—In your experience as a police officer what would you think of a 
case if a summons was not issued for a month? 

A.—Probably they would be waiting for him to come back. 

Q.—What would you think if the money was alleged to be paid over, 
and there was no record of the money ? | 

A.—That would not be right. 

Q.—If I told you of a specific instance where two officers, alleged to 
have $25 each, and it was alleged that they went and left it at a man’s place 
and got a bottle of whiskey or something, he was not arrested then, no Pro 
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vineial Otticer followed the special officers, but a month afterwards the man 
was arrested and no track of the money produced at all, he was convicted on 
the evidence of the two foreign spotters, what would you think of a case of that 
kind ? 
Ba: would not like to give an opinion upon that; it is not a right thing 

to do. 

Q.—If I told you the man was fined $1500 and sentenced to jail, you 
would think it was a case for the police to have a re-trial, would not you ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranuy: There is no evidence of any such case. 

Mr. MacBripn: I will ask the Chairman to have the men 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What is the use of asking the opinion 

Mr. MacBripr: Because you have an officer experienced in the biggest 
centre, and I propose to move a motion to bring three or four special officers 
just to bring the truth before this Committee and before the public. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is the way to get it here. 

Mr. MacBripe: This man that was arrested on the street, Robinson, 








and taken to the jail at night and tried a few days afterwards, had that man 


to your knowledge ever been drunk before ? 

A.—No, not to my knowledge; he might have been drunk and I not 
see him; I never seen him around the office drunk. 

Q.—You never knew that he had ever been charged with infraction of the 


0.T.A. before that? 


A NO. 
Q.—How long had he been in the department to your knowledge before 


that ? 


A.—About three weeks. 
@.—If I could show he had been convicted for a breach of the O.T.A. 


_ should not he have been charged with a second offence? 


A.—Previous conviction ? 

Q.—If it could be shown on the record that this man previous to that 
had committed an infraction of the O.T.A., then he should have been charged 
with a second offence ? 

A.—Drunk and the O.T.A., is a different thing. 

Mr. Lennox: Mr. MacBride asks you if he was convicted under the 
O.T.A. ? 

A.—Not that I know of. 


Mr. MacBrinz: If his previous conviction had been registered he should 


_have been charged with a second offence? 


A.—No, he would not be charged with a second offence—drunk would 


not be B.O.T.A. ; : 
Hon. Mr. Raney: A man charged with being drunk is not charged with 


a second offence and sent down for six months? 


A.—There is no second offence for drunkenness. 

Q.—You had no knowledge of this man ever being drunk before? 
A.—I had not, no sir. . 

Q.—You nevertheless said you considered him one of your good men ? 
A.—He was. | 

Q.—Now you tell us he was only there three weeks ? 

A.—Before that happened. 
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Q.—And you admit he was found intoxicated on the street ¢ 

A.—From what he told me. 

Q.—And then you tell this Committee he was a good man? 

A.—He was a good man, because he could go around and get the ~ 
places and knew where they were selling. 

Mr. Lennox: Was he about the average type of man you employed! 
(No Answer). , 

Mr. MacBripe: I want to find out another thing; how do you go about 
securing special officers for the enforcement of the Act, do you advertise? 

A.—No, they come in and ask for the position themselves. 

Q.—What proceeding do you take to find out the type of men they are ¢ 

A.—They are taken to the Chief Inspector and he examines them as to ~ 
their character, as far as he can find out, and there is a statement at the — 
present time that they have to swear to, that they have not been convicted. 

Q.—Give us that. There is a statement: presented to them in which 
they have got to swear that they have not been convicted before ? | 

A.—That they have not been convicted for breach of any act, any © 
eriminal act. | 

Q.—When was that inaugurated? 

A—That has been in since General Elliott I think took over the 
department. 

Q.—General Elliott is no longer in charge of the department ‘ 

A.—Not at present, no. ) 

Mr. Marsuatz: Do you find it necessary from the experience you have — 
had in directing these special officers, that at times it is necessary for them — 
to drink liquor to get convictions ¢ | 

A.—Special officers ? 

'Q.—Yes? 

A.—No, it is not necessary for a special officer to drink. 

@.—In order to get a conviction 4 

A.—No. 

Q.—They do do it, those spotters or operators 4 

A.—Oh, the operators, it is necessary for them to drink. 

Q.—It is necessary for them to drink? 

A.—The operators, certainly. 

- Q.—You do not consider that a qualification for a successful operator 

that he should be a drinker 4 

A.—We could not do it otherwise. I will tell you some years back be-_ 
fore the thing got down to such a fine state as it is now you could give a 
man three or four dollars out of the office and send him in with fifty cents 
and he could buy a bottle or probably buy one drink, but in later years they 
have got it down so fine that the man has got to spend some money before he 
can even buy a bottle; they have got to treat. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The bootleggers are more cautious ? 

A,— Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: In other words, the bootlegger, the spotter has to make the 
man commit a crime? 

A.—He has to buy a drink before he can buy a bottle. 

Q.—He has to make the man commit a crime, is that true? 
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A.—I would not say that. 
; Q.—You said they have got it down so fine now that they have to drink, 
_ am I to understand by that that the bootlegger is induced by the spotter to 
_ break the law in order to get a conviction? 
A.—He is not induced by the man to break the law; he is breaking 
the law himself by selling it to the operator. 
Q.—At the operator’s request ? 
A.—He goes in there to buy it. 
Q.—What did you mean when. you said they have got it down so fine? 
i A.—They have it so fine now that it is pretty hard for an operator to 
- go into a house and buy liquor, harder than at any time. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Whom did you mean by “they” ? 
A.—tThe bootleggers. 
Mr. Lennox: It is more difficult to get it? 
A.—Yes. 
y Mr. Jounston: Explain the reason for that, the reason the spotter can- 
not get in on the bootlegger, is that it? 
A.—Because he is more cautious; he has probably a regular custom, 
a man has to be known; he has got to know his friend before he can get in. 
Q.—In other words he is wise, he knows the spotter? 
A.—He is looking out for him all the time. 
| Mason Toxumie: So that a teetotaller would be no use as one of these 
special officers ? 
; A.—Yes, he could be an operator, he could go in. 
Q.—I thought you said it was necessary for a man to drink in order 
to be a successful spotter ? 
A.—It is sometimes, he might be, if he could get a drink—— 
Q.—If he was a teetotaller he could not quality ? 
A.—He might too. 
Q.—I thought you said it was necessary ? 
A.—It is necessary at times. 
Q.—If he was not a teetotaller he could not qualify ? 
A.—Why could not he? 
Q.—If he had to drink? 
Mr. Jounsron: He would not need to swallow it; just taste it. 
é Masor Toitmre: There would not be much chance then to get a job on 
— that line. 
| Mr. Nickie: Is not this what you mean, that the bootleggers are be- 
| coming go careful in their operations that you can only obtain liquor from them, 
your operators can only obtain liquor by adapting themselves to the practices 
of the bootleggers, or by some subterfuge! 
| A.— Yes. : 
| Q.—And you cannot get men of the highest practices and character to 
lend themselves to these shady transactions ? 
a A.—No, they don’t want to do it. 
Tre Crarrman: How can you get the bootlegger if you do not adopt 
| these shady methods? | 
. A.—You cannot do it. 
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Mr. Lennox: Is the public to understand that the law which we have — 
in force in the Province of Ontario necessitates, requires and demands this 
class of men to enforce it? | 

A.—You must have an operator to enforce it, yes. 

Q.—This class of man I said, these men of shady character ? 

Tur CuHatrrman: I said shady methods. 

Mr. Lennox: I was speaking of what the Honourable Member for King- 
ston said. So that the public may know what is necessary to enforce this 
Act, not discussing its merits or demerits, is it necessary that the class of 
man that has been in the employ of this government, is it necessary that it 
has to be a man of shady reputation to enforce it ? 

A.—It is not necessary. 

Q.—Is there any excuse in this world for employing him ? 

A.—They probably have been, but they did not know it. 

Q.—Is there any excuse for employing him? 

A.—No, I cannot say. 

Q.—Because the Attorney-General in the House said they could only 
enforce the law by the use of these men? | 

A.—That is the only way they can enforce it, by the use of operators. 

Q.—lIs it necessary that a man should have a reputation or he should not 
in order to carry out the law of this land ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: An evil reputation I suppose he means. 

Mr. Lennox: I do not want any suggestion from you. 

A.—His reputation should be good, and I believe it is as far as we know. 
Q.—Let me put it to you frankly, is it possible to enforce the O.T.A. 
and I am giving the benefit to the Honourable the Attorney-General in — 
view of what he said, to enforce the O.T.A., unless you employ men of the 
lowest type ? 

A.—It is not impossible to enforce it without that. 

Q.—There is no excuse for it. 

Tur Cuarrman: What was your answer ! 

A.—It is not impossible to, you don’t have to employ the lowest men 
in the world if you know it. : 

Mr. Jonnston: Do you know of any men taken into the service if they 
are known to be of the lowest type? 


A.—No. 

Mr. Lennox: Let me read you some convictions here which I would 
have forgotten; do you know a man named Ingram ? . 

A.—No. 


Q.—He worked under Mr. Sarvis ? 

A.—I don’t know him; I don’t know any men in connection with Mr. 
Sarvis. 

Q.—Let me draw. your attention to this fellow, Walter C. Ingram, who 
was convicted last June of unlawful selling of liquor in contravention of the 
Ontario Temperance Act without a license, and was sent to the Toronto — 
Municipal Farm for the space of three months in default of payment of 
a fine of $1500; did you ever hear of him? 

A.—No. 
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Q.—Did you know a man by the name of Vincent Nash who was working 
for the Department ? 


 A—No. 
@.—Ever hear of him ? 
A.—I have heard of him, I don’t know him. 
@.—Did you know that he was convicted as a deserter from the army ? 
A.—I did not. 


Q.—How would you find that out when you engaged a man—took his 
word for it? 

A.—If you wanted to find that out you would have to go to the General 
of the district I suppose where the records of the army are kept. _ 

Q.—Did you know of a man by the name of Raymond Phillips, he was 
an employee of the Government ? 

A.—No sir, I did not know. 

Q.—He was convicted for unlawfully stealing liquor at 148 Centre Ave? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—Do you mean to tell me you do not remember a man by the name 
of Raymond Phillips who was the chief actor in the charge of conspiracy 
against McCutcheon? . 

A.—I do not know him sir, nothing of him. 

Q.—Do you know where he is now? 

A.—TI do not. 

Q.—His name may not be Phillip—do you know a man who is enjoying 


the confines of the jail at the present moment for shooting somebody or 





attempting to shoot somebody on Centre Ave., who was in the employ of the 


government ? 


A.—No sir. I do not know. 

Q.—That kind of a fellow? 

A.—I do not know him. 

Q.—That kind of a man, I am not saying I can prove it or anything, 
but I think I may. | 
Q.—I don’t know of him. 
Q.—That would not be the class of fellow that you would engage, would 
it ? 

A.—No. you would not engage him. 

Q.—Could you justify as one of the chief officers of the Attorney- 
General’s Department engaging a man who would be willing to commit 


murder ? 


_ A.—The Chief Officer of the Department would not hire him if he 


__ knew anything about him. 


Q.—If a very humble Member said they had him in their employment 
he would not be going very far astray, if he was in the employ of the 


government, as Budway the witness for the Attorney-General swore? 


A.—I do not know of it. 

Q.—You could not justify it, could you? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Let me read some more of these convictions, and I am not going 
to read all to-day; do you remember a man named Tony Phillips, an Italian ? 

A.—No, I do not know him. 
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Q.—You know the man I mean, because he gave evidence in a case in 
which you were—it may not be Phillips ? 

A.—I do not know him by that name. 

Q.—An Italian ? 

A.—Where does he live? 

Q.—On College St? 

A.—No, I don’t know him. 

Q.—I think you know the man I have in my mind? 

A.—I cannot place him. 


Q.—His name on the order paper was changed from Tony Phillips to 


something else; he was engaged by the [ope aie under an Italian name, 
went under the name of Phillips, does that bring the man to your recollection ¢ 

A.—No, I do not know of him. There are men engaged in the depart- 
ment that I do not know anything of; I only know in my own office; I never 


interfere with any part of the department, but my own, and I find I have 


enough to do with that. 

Q.—I should not ask you about this man being convicted ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know a man named Johnny King? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Did you hear in this room McCutcheon swear that they had bought 
a bottle of whiskey from Johnny King and he was the man who took them to 
Gross’s ? 

A.—I was not here; I did not hear that. 

Q.—Do you know whether he was used in the Department or not? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—As I understand it there were the three department here, Hammond 
had certain men under him? 


A.—Yes. 

@.—Sarvis had certain men under him? 
A.— Yes. 

@.—And Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—Yes. 


@.—And these other men were under Mr. Hammond and Mr. Sarvis; 
there was one man I think was under you? 
Bellair or Bellew ? 


A.—Bellew, no. 

Q. PE oe) Bellew ? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Was he under you? 
A.—No. 


Tue CuarrMan: Just before the next witness is called in the resolution 


of Mr. Lennox of last day there were some men mentioned who are at. 


present in jail, and they will have to come up here under guard; is it the wish — 


of the Committee that these men be brought up? 
Mr. Lennox: That has been passed. 
Tur Cuarrman: The information they were in jail was not given. 
Mr. Lennox: What difference does it make? 
Tus Cyarrman: I suppose it requires some special sort of a summons. 


\ 


b- Mr. Lennox: I don’t know that it does. 
_ Mr. Nicxzie: The Attorney-General will of course order it if the Com- 
mittee asks it. 

THe CHarrman: Stanley Hallam, Andrews and Raymond Phillips, as 
I understand it, are in jail. 

Hon. Mr. Rawey: Are they in Burwash, or where ? 

Tue Cuarrman: No addresses were given of these men and the Clerk 
does not know. 

Mr. Lennox: I will undertake to see that their addresses are properly 
given so that they may be brought. 

Tur Cuarrman: That will settle the question of addresses. Now, about 
the authority of the Committee to summons them 4 

Mr. Lennox: They passed that. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The Committee should pass upon the question as to 
- whether or not they desire men who are in jail, if these men are in jail, to be 
brought here. Their addresses ought to be given, the Committee ought to 
be told why they are to be brought here. 

Mr. Lennox: They will be told why they are brought here after I put 
them in the box. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I think in the meantime the Member who asked 
them to be summoned should give the clerk their addresses, and if they are 
in prison the Committee can consider what ought to be done. If Mr. Lennox 
_ will give the Clerk of the Committee the whereabouts of the man I think 
the Committee can consider the matter at the next meeting. 

Mr. Lennox: They have passed it. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: They did not pass any order with respect to anybody 
who is in prison. 
| Mr. Lennox: What difference does it make whether they are in prison ? 
- I moved the resolution and the Committee unanimously passed it. You 
ean do as you like. 

How. Mr. Raney: A Member of the Committee who desires any witness 
to be summoned ought to give his address to the Clerk of the Committee, and 
_ that has not been done. | 
5 Mr. Lennox: I will undertake to do that. 

a How. Mr. Ranuy: When that is done the Committee ought to consider 
what should be done about it. 

| Mr. Nickie: The Committee has passed that they come. — 

Tue Cuarrman: Assuming two or three of them are in jail. 
~~ ~-—Mr. Nroxza: It is quite simple, no trouble about it; the procedure 13 
~ quite simple, it is done every day if they are in jail. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We are just discussing a hypothetical case. The 
|~ Member of the Committee who desires somebody brought before the Committee 
should give the address of the person to the Clerk, and let that be done, and 
when that is done if there are any of these persons who are available for 
subpoena, the subpoena will issue right away; if there are any who are not 
available to subpoena the Committee can decide what further action can 
be taken till we get full knowledge before the Committee where these men 
are the Committee is not in a position to do anything. I understood Mr. 
Lennox to say in the House that this man who was sent down from Coburg for 
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burglary or robbery is the man who was recommended by Mr. Donovan, 
who came up from Brockville, who had been Sergeant Major in the Y.M.C.A. 
I understand that man is in Kingston; so there is no procedure this committee 
can take to get him from Kingston. Some of these men may be at Burwash. 

Mr. Lennox: If I cannot identify then you cannot be blamed for not 
producing them. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: As soon as the information is given to my department 
from the clerk as to where these men are, I will be prepared to bring the 
matter before the Committee. 

_ Mr. Nicxrtz: I don’t think the Committee should stand for this on 
general principles. I don’t care whether it is the Attorney-General or Mr. 
Lennox tries to block it; if a man is in Kingston Penitentiary it is just as 
easy to get him here; to issue a subpoena, you take it down to the Warden. 
and you hand it to him, and if it were a criminal or a civil court you would 


has mite 


hand an order of the court before whom he would come, and he would be ~ 


brought. This is the High Court of Parliament, and I am not prepared’ to 
have the dignity of the High Court of Parliament so easily broken in upon. 


All the Attorney-General has to do is to send a wire to the Minister of Justice _ 


that he wants the Warden of the Kingston Penitentiary to be instructed that 
he wants these men to come to Toronto under guard, and they will be brought; 
it is a simple thing. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I am not blocking anything; I am saying the Com- 
mittee should act with knowledge. ; 
Tue Cuarrman: Stanley Hallam I understand is in jail. 


Mr. Nicxre: My position is just as far apart from yours as day is from — 


night; I say if the Committee should pass an order, no matter where the men 
are, they should come, the machinery is available to get them. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: If the ‘Committee made the direction with the know- 


ledge that the men were in jail. 

Mr. Nickie: The Committee passed the resolution that the men should 
come. That order stands until it is revoked; not at the discretion of the 
Chairman. 

Tue Cuarrman: I am not using any discretion. 

Mr. Lunnox: This is my motion (reads the motion passed yesterday 
for the summoning of witnesses mentioned therein). I do not care where 
these men are; I ask them to be. produced, that is all. If these men are 


unfortunately in prison I cannot be blamed for that. One of my charges was. 


that the prison walls prevented the employment of these men. The Attorney- 


General knows much better than I do, in every case, civil or criminal, where © 
a witness, who unfortunately is confined to the jail, either Kingston or any — 


place else, is wanted, it is the simplest method in the world to have him pro- 


duced. All the Attorney-General has to do, as was stated by my Honourable 


friend from Kingston, is just to ask for his production, and he will be pro- 
duced. May I without making myself unpopular with the Committee, be- 
cause I want a few minutes with Mr. Warren this morning, say this: The 


Attorney-General has suggested that I should have told where these men 

were. Jf I had told were in prison his suggestion was that probably the 

Committee would not have directed them to appear. I think I am fair in 
saying that. What difference does it make to the Committee whether the a 
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- men whom I have asked to be produced, all of whom servants of the govern- 
ment, all of whom engaged by the government in its enforcement of the 


_ Ontario Temperance Act—lI repeat are you interested whether they are in jail, 


_ whether they are in Toronto or whether they are in Oshawa, or any place 
else? I made the charge that there were criminals employed by this govern- 


os 


“ment. The Attorney-General has been reading the Mail and said he excuses 


himself because he did not personally know it. I am not very much in- 


terested in that. He will hear my answer under oath and in the House. 
- These are the men that I would have thought the Committee would like 


to have heard, the men whom I said were criminals and yet the Attorney- 


General says, having given to the Clerk of this Committee Major O’Brien 


the addresses, having shown that these men are in jail for violation of some 
law of the land, then it is for the Committee to say whether these men shall 
be brought here or whether they shall not, not because their evidence may 


or may not be important, but because by reason of the position which they 


occupy as wards of this country through a criminal offence of some kind or 
other—Whether we should at the next meeting consider, I now having given 


their addresses, say whether they should be called or not. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Have you given the addresses 4 

Mr. Lennox: That is only clerical. I will give the addresses. That 
‘was not the point. The point of the Attorney-General was this, first we 
did not know the addresses, did not know they were criminals, when the 
‘resolution was passed by this Committee yesterday no man on the Committee 
fknew, according to the Attorney-General, and I did not think it was very 


important to the Committee, that they were in custody. 





to be a very warm personal 


Mr. Jounston: Did you know they were in custody ? 
Mr. Lennox: Yes, certainly I knew they all were in custody, otherwise 
I would not have moved the resolution. What I wish to say is this, the 


* Attorney-General I think I may safely say, knew that these men or some of 
them were in custody, because he admitted it in the House, and one would 


have thought that the objection that he took this morning would have been 


taken yesterday. He knew Andrews was in jail, he knew Phillips was in 
jail—I have got the report of his speech—he knew every man that I men- 
tioned was in jail because he tried in his speech to justify or apologize for. 
“I made that resolution and the Committee carried it. The point 1 wish 
to impress is this, that the resolution having been passed he now says to the 
“Committee “While it is true you passed that, you directed these men to be 
brought before the Committee, we did not know that they were in jail, give 
‘to us the addresses of these men”—although he knew it, although he re- 
ferred to them in his speech, although he apologized for their presence 1n 
the prison he says to-day 
men then it will go before the Committee to see whether by reason of their 
inearceration they shall be brought here. Let me say, this, I made my 
charges, the Attorney-General knows me pretty well and I know him pretty 
well, he knows that I do not make any charges unless T think at least I can 


“After you give the names and addresses of these 


justify them. Yesterday to me was a burlesque. There is not a Member 
of this Committee, notwithstanding the resolution of one whom I thought 
, friend of mine, will dare stifle this investigation. 


I make that statement, and I make it why! I make it because I have been 


—— 
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in consultation with many members of this Committee who are not of the 
same political policy as I am, who do not approve of my policy; and when ~ 
they passed that resolution yesterday that we shall only take Thursday, ~ 
Friday and Tuesday, that was only wasting the time of the public; I assume ~ 
that when a man gets up in the House and makes charges that were so — 
serious as I made he ought to be able not only to justify them, but he at — 
least ought to have the opportunity of doing so. I made the charges, © 
and as a Member of the House I suppose that when I say I require two days, — 
three or four days, or ten days, if it requires it, if I make my statement as © 
an Honourable Member of the House, I do not think that even my bitterest — 
political enemy in the House will say I am not saying what is true. If I am 
saying what is true, if I pledge my honour to not only the Committee but to © 
the public, I say having made the statement that I made against the Attorney- — 
General and his Department that I require a certain length of time in order to © 
prove it, I would like to see the Member of this Committee outside of Mr. ~ 
Warren—I was ashamed of him yesterday—get up and Justify himself — 
in the House, and he has got to justify himself in the House when this comes : 
before the Committee. This is an investigation for what purpose? An | 
investigation for the purpose of proving or disproving the allegations that — 
I ae on my honor as a Member in the House, and I never thought that — 
any man would be sent to Parliament who would be identified with a resolu- — 
tion that would deprive a Member of that right. I propose to produce all © 
the witnesses that I think are necessary. Now, you may ask me why I do 
that. I am going to tell you why. The Attorney-General is not only very — 
very clever but he is foxy in addition to being clever. | 
Mr. Watxer: What does that term mean? : 
Mr. Lennox: You come to me after the Committee and I will tell you. © 
I said in the House I don’t think he is a hypocrite, I don’t think he is, but — 
what I want to say is this, that if I did not insist upon my rights to bring — 
before this Committee every possible piece of evidence that I could bring, ) 
I can just see the Attorney-General standing up in his place in \ 
the House and saying “Why did not he produce this witness? Why did not — 
he bring this man? What evidence is there to substantiate this charge ?” 
You we whether I am telling you what is right and whether I am not. 
That is in my mind; I may be entirely wrong; bat 3 in conclusion permit me i 
to say that having made the charges there is no Committee on sor ae f 
opinion is what I am interested in—there is no committee on earth that can~ 
stifle this investigation. 
Hon. Mr. Rarity: Mr. Chairman, I am told that the man MoCarcerlil 
I don’t know anything about him, is ‘ioe in jail, I am not certain about — 
the. whereabouts of the others. I assume that the man Andrews is at King ~ 
ston, the Penitentiary. Hallam I suppose is in Burwash; I don’t know. ‘ 
Tue Cuarrman: Guelph. iy 
Hon. Mr. Ranny: There is no such person as Tony Phillips on the — 
books of the Department. ‘ 
Mr. Lennox: You said there was. : 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I presume the man meant is Tony Perille. If that 
is so I suppose he may be had. I don’t know where he is. We have no 
‘knowledge of his whereabouts. Unless some members of the committee inter- 
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: poses with some objection—I thought the Committee ought to know about 
_ the fact that some of there men were in prison—I will do anything that lies 
_ within the jurisdiction of the Attorney-General to get these men here. 
bs Mr. Nicxiz: I move, seconded by Mr. Johnston (Simcoe) that in the 
event of it being ascertained that any of the witnesses ordered by the Com- 
_ mittee to be summoned are at present under restraint in jail, reformatory 
or penitentiary, that the Chairman forthwith communicate with the proper 
authorities to facilitate his or their attendance. 
The motion was carried, 
—Mr. Lennox moved that committee meet on Saturday morning and 
on the morning of the 24th May at 9 o’clock. 
_ After some discussion Mr. Lennox withdrew his-resolution. 


i —The Committee adjourned at 1 P.M., until Tuesday next May 28rd 
_ at 9.30 A.M. 


( The Public Accounts Committee met at 9.30 A.M., Tuesday, May 23, 
with Mr. Watson in the chair. 


My 

















| Mr. Warren asked the committee’s permission to make a statement. 
_ He said: 

Just before the committee rose on Friday morning, Mr. Lennox saw 
fit to put himself on record in handing me what was intended as a personal 
‘insult. He went further and he insulted the electors of my riding by call 
ing in question their good judgment and their common sense. I wish to 
say that I am quite willing to ignore his insult to me, but I want to say 
further and with all the emphasis I can command, that no yapping Toronto 
lawyer is going to insult the electors of my riding. 

Mr. Nrioxrz: I think the word “yapping” should go out. 

Mr. Warsow: I think the word “yapping” should go out. 

Mr. Lennox: I will not ask for a withdrawal, . 

Mr. Warren: Nobody is going to insult the electors of my riding without 

protest from me. I found the electors of my riding thoroughly incensed, that 
‘any member of this Legislature should dare to call in question their good 
‘Judgment of their common sense, and I wish, on their behalf, to register a 
‘protest at this morning’s session. 
It may be that Mr. Lennox like some other Toronto people has the idea 
| that North Renfrew is located somewhere in the back woods and is populated 
‘by a bunch of dubs that are not capable of forming opinions or exercising 
good judgment. But I want to tell them that North Renfrew is populated 
by a class of people that are quite capable of exercising good judgment on 
any question, and are quite capable of selecting and electing their own re- 
presentatives, without dictation or without advice from the member for 
North York. 

Mr. Lennox: I have nothing to say. . 

Mr. Raney: Well, Mr. Chairman, I would have liked to have taken the evi- 
dence of Mr. Lavelle this morning because he will not be able to be here to- 
morrow, but I am afraid if I ask the committee to allow me to put him on 
the stand for a few minutes that he will not be released for the whole morn- 
ing, and I have respect for the direction of the committee that to-day’s ses- 
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sion should be devoted as the first order to the statements of Mr. Lennox and ~ 
myself. If it could be the understanding that this examination would not ex- 
tend beyond fifteen or twenty minutes I would be glad to call him but un- 
less we have that understanding I am not going to call him. 

Mr. Hay: Will these be simply statements from the Attorney General and. 
Mr. Lennox or will they be under oath ? 

Mr. Raney: Well, that is as the committee may elect. I am content 
to examine Mr. Lennox without his being under oath. I am content myself 
to be under oath or otherwise. I am indifferent. 

Mr. Hay: How have the other witnesses been examined 4 

Mr. Raney: Oh, of course those from outside have been examined on 
oath. I have no objection to taking the oath. 

Mr. Raney: Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask Mr. Lennox now if he is willing 
to submit himself to be examined before this committee. 

Mr. Nicxte: Might we before going into the general discussion let Mr. 
Lavelle into the box? You will remember he was going up to Fort William 
yesterday—on the understanding it will be only for a few minutes? 

Dr. LAvELLE called, sworn. 

Mr, Lennox examining. 

Q.—What is your position with the Government ? : 

A.—Well I have two positivus, one is Chief Parole officer, and the 
other is Commissioner for the Extramural Employment of sentenced persons. 
The are two distinctly different positions. 

@.—What is the distinction between them ? 

A.—As Chief Parole Officer I am the chief officer of the Ontario Boards 
of Parole that has power to parole men given indeterminate sentences. As Com-_ 
missioner for the Extramural Employment of sentenced persons I make re-— 
presentations to the Lieutenant-Governor for permits to be granted to persons 
under the Act for the Extramural Employment of sentenced persons, and un-_ 
der certain sections of the Prisons and Reformatories Act, the latter Dominion 4 
the former Provincial. 

().—Now these are two distinct Acts? 


Ae. i ate 


A.—Entirely different. a 
Q.—Each controlled by its own provisions ? : 
A —Yes. 


Q.—And are there different rules and regulations applicable to cach 
Act ? 

A.—Yes Sir. I might say that as Chief Parole Officer I have to do with men 
who are parolled; as Commissioner I have to do with men who are on permit. 

Q.—Then there is a provision in the Act that the Lieutenant-Governor 
in Council may make rules and regulations which govern the conduct of he 
men ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.— And I find here the proposed rules and regulations produced by 
Mr. spESED, Are they the rules and regulations in the Extramural Act? 

A.—Well, that is what we call it in brief. I believe these were the rules” 

that were actually adopted; yes Sir. nd 

Q.—And it is under these rules that you are working ? ; 

A.—Yes, under these. | " 
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Q.—With respect to that Act? 
A.—Yes Sir. 
Q.—When were they adopted ? 
* A.—In May, last year. 
Y Q.—Now you knew a man by the name of McCutcheon had been com- 
4 mitted to jail? 
" A.—Yes Sir. 
7 @.—And under that Act you allowed him to take employment ? 
: A.—Yes Sir. 
. Q.—And he was brought up before Mr. Dunlop and yourself ? 
A.—Not before myself. 
Q.— Well, before Mr. Dunlop to ascertain whethere he had broken any of 
the rules and regulations? 
A.—I believe that was the Inspector’s intention Sir. 
Q.—Well, you brought him up yourself? You went for him? 
| A.—Yes Sir. I went as an act of kindness. I went in my own car. 
Instead of instructing McCutcheon to come up I went in my own car, merely 
as an act of kindness, not as an act of custom. 
Q.—And had you no instructions at all? 
A.—Merely that the Inspector wished to see him. 
: Q.—Have you ever brought up any other prisoner who was out under this 
same Act ? 
| A.—I had only brought them up in order to request the Inspector to send 
_ them back inside the limits of the jail because I was so clearly convinced that 
_ they had broken regulations I felt they should not be trusted again. 
| Q.—Then how many of these men that you brought up have you placed 
under oath ? 
A.—TI have never placed any man under oath. 
Q.—Has any man outside McCutcheon ever been placed under oath, to 
your knowledge? _ 
A.—So far as I know, no permit man, no man out on permit, has been. 
Q.—Can you give any explanation for the necessity of McCutcheon being 
placed under oath. 
_ A.—That was entirely a matter within the jurisdiction of the Inspector 
of Prisons. 
Ds Q.—It was not done at your request ? 
| A.—No sir. Nevertheless when it was done I suggested one or two 
of the questions. The only thing that I am interested in when a man is on 
permit a married man—there are two distinctions, two classes of men that 
should be out of prison and yet do do not deserve the large liberty of parole, 
or ticket of leave, that is any fellow say of 17 years, whose difficulty has been 
that he has never been properly disciplined and controlled ; he should be out 
of prison, it may be, but he should not be given large liberty. He could not 
‘stand it. Therefore we grant a permit to that young fellow for his own sake. 
Then there is the case of the married man with dependents. We do not think 
so much of the man, we think of his dependents. And, therefore, most ot 
them, practically all of them, are sentenced to safe custody over night. Now 
they are treated in two different ways, one with an eye to the man chiefly, 
the other with our eye chiefly on his dependents. I might add it has been 
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very successful, that I have had 225 ssiitiah this wholly new experiment—225 
I think is an exact number—since it began a year and ai half ago, and of 
these only one has escaped and only one has committed a crime. 
Q.—Now, have you read the examination of McCutcheon as taken down? 
A.—No sir; I was present for a while one day and I read a newspaper — 
summary of the report. 
Q.—Well, did you-hear his evidence ? 
A.—wWell, part of it. 
Q.—As a result of his evidence what have you done to McCutcheon ? 
A.—I have done nothing, except—well I will telll you the reason. The 
only serious misdemeanor to my mind as revealed in his evidence was some- 
thing I knew of, and that is the reason I asked the Inspector to ask him. — 
That is, he had changed his employment without my permission, or without — 
notifying me. Now that may seem a small matter, but is a serious one. In © 
his explanation to me he had clearly done it without any thought of putting © 
at defiance the law. He had done it thoughtlessly, and, therefore, he was not — 
interfered with. 
Q.—Did you know he had changed his employment ? 
A.—I knew it almost. as soon as he had done so. 
Q.—Did you speak to him about it ? : 
A.—Well, he had done it such a short time before that the easiest way — 
to speak to him, since I knew he was going to be called by the Inspector. 1 ~ 
suggested to the Inspector, while he was asking for anything else he ask him t 
about this. 
Mr. Frerauson: Then that explanation was merely incidental to the 
examination. You suggested while he was being examined he should be asked ¢ 
these questions ? 2) 
A.—Just before the examination I said to the Inspector, I said, “‘While i 
you are asking him any other questions that you have that question, should be 
asked,” and I rather think the Inspector said, ‘‘I had intended to ask him i 
that question.” : 
Q.—That was not the purpose of the examinaticn ? , 
A.—Well, it may have been, because the Inspector seemed to think it 
necessary that I ask him to ask that question. , 
Mr. Lennox: Then so far as you are concerned, that was the only 
breach ? | 
A.—Yes sir, the only serious breach. We have to trust to the honoutil 
and common sense to some extent of the men I have out, and the reason i’ 
gave you these figures is to show you I had done so successfully. | 
Q.—Now you are in a hurry. The rule that he infringed, the jail rule, 
and of course these regulations do not take precedence of ang jail regulations; 
I think that is clear that they cannot ? 
A.—McCutcheon did make an error in communicating, if he did so for” 
the purpose of publicity, with a lawyer, with yourself, sir, but I believe iL 
gave McCutcheon the benefit of the doubt and decided that he told the truth 
when he said he had not interviewed you with publicity in his mind. I 
accepted his statement, and, therefore, his offence was practically nil. + 
Q.—Well, would heres any objection to MeCutcheon say after six 
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_ oclock on his way from his work to the jail, to speak to a lawyer on his own 
personal business ? ? 
: A.—So far as I am concerned I would think that is covered by the jail 
_ regulations. I think a man has the right to interview his lawyer. 
| Mr. Ferevson: And could not he stop and talk to anybody ? 
A.—Well as a matter of fact this is a new experiment in the history of 
the world. 
¢ Mr. Frreuson: He has a couple of hours on his hands? 
| A.—But you have to leave a large amount to discretion and the common 
_ sense. Nevertheless it is an infringement on the jail rules, of course— 
Q.—Well, does this come under the jail rules? 
A.—This cannot take precedence of the jail rules. 
Q.—Is there anything in these rules and regulations to prevent him from 
_ speaking to anybody he likes upon any business ? 
i A.—Well, these rules and regulations take for granted the jail regula- 
tions. 
Q.—Why do you say that? What reason have you for saying that? 
A.—Well, because he is a prisoner. He never ceases to be a prisoner. 
Q.—lIs the man on parole a prisoner ? 
A.—Only in a sense as defined by Dominion law. He only has to report 
- once 'a month. He has large liberty. A man on permit is merely like a trusty. 
_ He is a prisoner of the institution and he never ceases to be. 
Q.—That is his home? 
A.—Yes, he is on the books sir. 
| Q.—Then do you suggest that the rules appertaining to a prisoner in 
actual confinement can possibly pertain to a prisoner out on that Act? 
. A.—In the Act there are the words, “so far as applicable,’ and there are 
certain things that are clearly not applicable. Now the matter, as you say, 
_ of interviewing his lawyer might easily be put down, but it would be a serious 
infringement if any man out on permit interviewed anyone with a view to 
- publicity—you can easily see. v3 
Mr. Fereuson: Would you stop him speaking to a Minister ? . 
A.—Oh I would not stop him. He is controlled pretty strictly sir. A 
— married man is out solely for the purpose of supporting his wife or his other 
_ dependants, and that is the sole purpose. ithe 
Mr. Frercuson: Now he finishes his day’s work at five or six o’clock 
say. What do you expect he is going to do—lean up against a fence some- 
where and wait for eight o’clock. Isn’t he going to talk to anybody before 
Ib fi 3:19 
ee to come back to the jail. He is not allowed out to 
have a good time, sir. 
Q.—Can he visit his home ? 
A.—Oh yes; he takes his meals at home. E 
Q.—From a sensible standpoint his business would be at home until he 
. aie we don’t want them loafing around town at all. But I might 


whole thing is an experiment. It is a new experimen : 
aed you Seal largely according to the character of the prisoner ? 
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A.—Yes sir; some men I can trust a little further. He is simply like a — 


trusty. He, in a way, is a trusty under. me. 


Memeer: As a matter of fact you do not suggest that he stand up — 
against a fence or lamp post, but you do suggest he does not talk for 


publicity ¢ | 
A.—That was the only objection I had to his action. 


Mr. Lennox: Was there any reason why you as Commissioner could not: 


have seen McCutcheon and got all the information you wanted without his 
being brought up before Mr. Dunlop, as far as you were concerned ? 

A.—Well, Mr. Dunlop was the one that asked for him to be brought 
up. I did not ask it. 

Q.—So far as you were concerned he would not have been brought up 
if Mr. Dunlop had not requested it ? 

A.—Well, I don’t say he would not have been dealt with. 

Q.—Well, I know, but brought up in the way he was? 

A.—Well, that is a matter entirely for the Inspector of Prisons. 

Mr. Lennox: I propose to call Mr. Dunlop. 


Mr. Raney: No. I propose Mr. Chairman, to ask Mr. Lennox if he is © 


ready to carry out the direction of the committee that he shall make his state- _ 


ment. 
Mr. Frerauson: We are not going to break off Mr. Dunlop’s examina- 


tion. 


Mr. Ranry: Mr. Dunlop’s examination was broken off days ago. We 


have had several sessions of the committee since then. There are several wit- 


nesses standing for cross examination—Budway, and also Mr. Hammond, 


and the direction of the committee was made, as I recall it, after all these 
witnesses had been examined in chief. Now I require of Mr. Lennox whether 
he is prepared to make his statement and submit to cross examination 4 

Mr. Fereuson: Well, that is for Mr. Lennox to say. 

Mr. Raney: It is for the committee to say. 

Mr. Watson: The Committee’s resolution calls for that. 

Mr. Hay: Read the resolution. 


Mr. Frereuson: (reading) . . . “That Thursday and Friday the Com- | 


mittee meet . . . and Tuesday next be taken up to hear the evidence of Hon. 


Mr. Raney and Col. Lennox.” 
Mr. Hay: Well, were either of these gentlemen subpoenaed to give 


evidence 4 


Mr. Ranzy: We are both here. It is not necessary to subpoena. The 


Committee directed that our statements be heard. 
Mr. Harz: They both offered to give evidence. 


v ~ 


Mr. Raney: I ask Mr. Lennox now if he is prepared to make his state- 


ment and submit to cross examination ? 


Mr. Lennox: Mr. Chairman, I think that to everyone on this Com- — 
mittee at its last meeting I made my position perfectly clear, and I am not — 


changing the position that I then took. The Attorney General knows quite 
well that where charges are made that in the first place the one who makes the 
charge ought to have control of his own case, and ought to be the judge as to 


when any witness shall be placed in the box. I stated and I repeat that it is 


my intention to go in the box and give evidence. It is my intention to go in 
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the box, as I said befote, when I think the proper time has arrived, and I do 
not want any further suggestion from the Attorney General that, by reason 
of not going into the box to-day, I am endeavoring either directly or in- 
directly to either prolong the investigation or to evade the responsibility of 


“any statements I made. When I made the statement at the last Committee 


é 


P| 


meeting to this committee that I would go in the box at the opportune time, 
at the right and proper time in my opinion to do so, I felt that the Committee, 
especially the Attorney General, would, knowing me, believe what I said. 
That is the exact position that I take to-day, and, in order that there may be no 
misunderstanding, I will go in the box after I have called witnesses that in 
my opinion, whether rightly or wrongly, ought to give their evidence before 
I go in the box. Now that is exactly my position. So far as the committee 


is concerned, I suggested to them last week, that they were only wasting 


the time of themselves and of the House in either debating or in moving the 
resolution that I should be placed in the box at any particular time. I stated 
when that resolution was passed it did not make any difference to me if you 
passed a hundred resolutions. The fact would still remain, so far as I am 
concerned, that I shall be the sole judge of the time that I shall give my 
evidence. I shall be the sole judge as to what witnesses are ordered to be 
heard by the Committee, and the order in which the witnesses shall be placed in 
the box that are called before this committee. And I understand that-we are 
all in a great hurry to get through with this investigation. Now we will see 
what haste we are in when it is understood by the Committee that if there is 
an hour or two or three hours taken up in debating when I will go in, it is all 
lost time, and we will see whether the Committee wishes to proceed with the 
evidence and get through with the investigation as quickly as possible. 

Mr. Raney: No one of this Committee is, I am sure, going to debate 
whether Mr. Lennox shall take stand or not, with a view to putting him under 
any coercion. He will determine this question for himself. But before 
he finally decides not to accept the very definite suggestion of the Committee, 
I desire to draw to his attention two or three things which I think may per- 
haps the interest of the House or the public in view of the charges he has 
made. 

The matters that I propose to refer to have a somewhat intimate con- 
nection with Mr. Lennox, and those I desire to call to his attention now, be- 
cause I would expect that he would desire to take the earliest possible oppor- 
tunity to put himself right in regard to these matters. 

One of these matters was the statement of the witness Budway. Mr. 
Budway was examined, cross examined, by Mr. Lennox, I think, to the extent 
of an hour, He did not approach this subject; did not get near it; skirmished 
all around it. Mr. Budway’s statement was that Mr. Lennox had, through 
Courrian, offered him $200 for information ; that is Courrian had told him; 
that Mr. Lennox by his own hand had paid him $25 or $30 on account. Mr. 
Lennox in the House, in the presence, I suppose, of every member of this 
Committee, stated on his honor as a member of the House that he had never 
offered or paid anybody a cent for information. I would have thought he 
would have wanted to pledge his denial on oath to Mr. Budway’s statement. 

Mr. Budway further said that on an occasion in December last, on the 
18th, Sunday, he gave with great particularity the circumstances of a con- 
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ference which he had at Mr. Lennox’s apartments with a bootlegger named — 


Shemnitz and the man Courrian, and an employee of the Government; a con- 
ference that occupied a large part of Sunday afternoon. I will come back again 
in a moment to the subject of that conference. Again he said on an occasion 


in February he had been at Courrian’s House when Mr. Lennox was closeted © 


with Courrian in Courrian’s parlor for a half to three quarters of an hour on 
which occasion the offer of $200 was made to him. 


Mr. Fereuson: Did he say Courrian had said that Mr. Lennox had | 


authorized him to say he would get $200% 

Mr. Ranuy: Well he did not use that word. 

Budway went. on to say that on this occasion when Courrian and Mr. 
Lennox were closeted together in Courrian’s parlor for from half to three 
quarters of an hour, and after Courrian came out and made this intimation to 
him, Budway. Members of the House will recall that from his place in the 
Legislature, Mr. Lennox stated that he had not seen Courrian for five minutes 
at a time in six months, and only once then. 

Mr. Lennox: Absolutely untrue; he made no such statement. 

Mr. Ranny: Members heard what was said. 


I would have thought an honorable member of the House would have | 


taken the earliest possible opportunity to get on the witness stand and deny 
that statement by Mr. Budway, if he could deny it. Here is Mr. Lennox’s lan- 
euage, reading from the Mail and Empvre report: 

“Then he (Mr. Raney) asked Mr. Lennox if he had purchased or offered 
to pay for any of the data he had given the House. 

‘T want to say that I have not paid for, nor have I promised to pay for 
it, retorted Mr. Lennox. 


‘Did the honorable member get some of this information from a man © 


named Courrian?’ asked Mr. Raney. 

‘T haven’t seen him for five minutes to speak to in the last six months.’ 
was the reply.” 

And so on. From the Mail and Empire report. 

Then the witness Budway told of an interview on the 18th of December 
sn Mr. Lennox’s house. He had been sent for by Mr. Lennox, first telephoned 
by Courrian, then telephoned before the receiver was hung up by Mr. Lennox 
and then as I recall it, an automobile had gone for him, and taken him to 
Mr. Lennox’s apartment. When he got there he found out what 
the matter was in respect of which he was required. This was 
the 18th of December last. I frankly confess I did not appreciate the evidence 
myself when it was given because I was not in possession of the dates. On 


the 18th of December, the trial of the men who had been summoned in con- | 


sequence of the North York raid was imminent. It came on the 23rd of 
December, the day before Christmas. The question was what kind of evidence 
should be brought before the court. It was in respect of this matter that Mr. 
Lennox sent for Budway. The proposition that was made to him then was 


this: on the 28th of November previous Courrian knowing that 15 cases of © 


whiskey had been brought to Budway’s house had been seized there by offi- 
cers of the law, Budway having arranged the matter with the Department, the 


men who made that seizure were two officers, Baugh and Smythe, officers of — 


the Department. Smythe was one of the men who had made the raid on the 
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| The proposal made in Mr. Lennox’s apartment to 
_ Budway was that there should be a frame up on Smythe, to make it appear that 


Smythe had stolen a bottle of that whiskey. The Committee will recall that 
_ there was evidence here that Smythe had taken away one bottle; that Smythe 
had stolen one bottle, and that that was the bottle found in the Mansion 


Mr. Hay: Do we understand this is the proposed statement by the At- 
_ torney-General, or is this argument between two gentlemen ? 

‘ Mr. Raney: I am giving reasons now why in my opinion, in his own 
“interests, Mr. Lennox should take the stand and submit to eross examination 
Tt the earliest possible moment in regard to these matters. 

> Mr. Hay: Is this statement then irrespective of what is proposed ? 

m Mr. Lewnox: This is in my interest. 

a Mr. Raney: (proceeding) Then Mr. Budway’s evidence was that 
| Somebody inquired, my recollection is that it was Mr. Lennox, what kind of 
whiskey it was that was seized at Mr. Budway’s house and Budway said it 
_was Scotch, and Mr. Lennox said, “That won’t do because the whiskey seized 
|at the Mansion House in Sutton was Corby’s.” So that fell down. Then, 
Budway says, Shemnitz, a bootlegger, says, “I will get a Jew who will swear 
'that I sold a ‘bottle of Corby’s to Smythe,” and he said, Mr. Lennox said, 
"That will be fine, Louis,’’ or words to that effect. The matter was left there. 
| That was the last Budway says he heard about it, until Courrian told him 
| afterwards that it had transpired that a man named H had taken a 
‘bottle of whiskey to the Mansion House at Sutton and therefore it would not 
do to frame up on Smythe. No graver imputation was ever made against a law- 
|yer or member of this House, that he deliberately attempted to frame per- 
/Jury to get even with a political opponent; that he deliberately attempted to 


| 
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- 
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‘ 


trame perjury to get an innocent man in prison and I suggest to Mr. Lennox 
he ought to take the instant opportunity, less, perchance, his evidence, which 
the says will occupy ten days, should lengthen out—certainly this Committee 
is not going to sit here longer on this case—less, perchance, this evidence 
should lengthen out so that he may be deprived of the opportunity. That is 
‘what he has to fear. 

| Mr. Lennox: If I am deprived here I cannot be in the House. 

Mr. Raney: Before this committee! This is the important place. He 
€annot be cross examined in the House. He can be cross examined here—less 
he be deprived of the opportunity of giving his statement here and submitting 


‘60 cross examination, as an honest man will desire to do. 


| ~ Mr. Ferevson: He will have to take the responsibility. 


> Mr. Ranry: I am pointing out to him the seriousness of the situation. 
Now another serious situation. Budway says, “He double crossed me. 

[ gave him this information in confidence. He promised me m0 publicity. I 
sat in the gallery in the House anticipating this statement and did not expect to 
‘lear my name used.”? McCutcheon says, ‘‘He double crossed me.” Look at it! 
Mr. Lennox gets up in the House. Poor McCutcheon! This man who was in 
ail; who wanted to get out, and who, Mr. Lennox says, not having a lawyer, 

| ame to me as his lawyer; to get his advice, to get him out of jail. McCut- 
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charge against McCutcheon, this poor fellow who was out under the Extra 
Mural provisions of the law. H 

“Am I right’”—he got this information from McCutcheon, from his client; — 
a matter for the attention of the Law Society unless this matter 1s made 
straight “when I say that McCutcheon was charged with aiding and abetting i 
the delinquency of a child of 14 years of age, and was bailed out by Chief — 
Inspector Ayearst ?” ; 

This is Mr. Lennox charging on the floor of the House against this man . 
who was his client, who had given him this information in confidence. Not — 
only was he, McCutcheon, not guilty of that charge, and when Mr. Lennox 
made it he knew he was not, the whole purpose was to get one over against — 
Mr. Ayearst because he had protected this innocent man. Then he goes on: 

“Am I right when I say that this same McCutcheon was convicted of as- — 
saulting a young girl in Guelph” . 

This is the way he treats his clients. : 

“Am 1 to be believed when I say that McCutcheon was convicted of con- 
spiracy to debauch justice in paying a Government spotter $200 ?” 

This client who had given this information to Mr. Lennox; and Mr. — 
Lennox had double crossed him, as he himself says, friendly as he was, had 
double crossed him on the floor of the House. He got that information from ~ 
McCutcheon. | | 

“Am I right when I made the statement that McCutcheon, though — 
charged with a serious offence was paid during April, May and June, not-— 
withstanding the fact that he was not in the employ of the Government?” ~ 

“Was I right when, to the public, I stated that McCutcheon, an employe 
of the Government, charged with operating an illicit still to the knowledge of © 
the Department, was retained and paid a salary 2” ¢ 

All this information secured from McCutcheon himself, and then spread — 
on the records in the Legislature, and displayed through the press, and alle 
this as between solicitor and client. 0 

Now these are the most serious charges that could be made against ae 
lawyer or against a member of the Legislature. . 

Mr. Suvctarr: If they are such serious charges against a lawyer is not 
the proper place to lay them before the Law Society. / 

Mr. Raney: Precisely. 7 

Mr. Lennox: Do it. 

Mr. Srnctarr: Then why don’t you do it? my 

Mr. Raney: Precisely; and I want to let him clear himself not only 
before the Law Society but before the Legislature. u) 

Mr. Srxctaiz: Is not the question larger than that, of moment to the 
whole profession of the Province, and should go before the Law Society and 
not before the Public Accounts. 

Mis, Raney: It probably will go there. 

Mr. Srxciarr: Why doesn’t it go there first. 

Mr. Warson: What are we here for. ‘ 

Mr. Raney: (proceeding) In view of these things I invite Mr. Lennox — 
now, in justice to himself, to take the stand. I do not insist, so far as | am ~ 
concerned, that he shall take the oath. I will be content to take it. ssi 

Mr. Lennox: When he gives his evidence I will take it under oath, 
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Mr. Raney: Then Mr. Lennox declines, I understand ? 

Mr. Lennox: When I finish my case I am going to do as I said, but I 
want to say this, that I didn’t know you were so solicitous about me before { 
appreciate very much the kindness you are doing me in giving me the op- 
_ portunity of placing myself right before the public. I think when I go on 
_ the stand my word will be taken against Mr. Budway’s. I think it errs is 
not worrying me very much. 

* Mr. Raney: Then, Mr. Chairman, I am prepared now. 

a Mr. Lennox declines to make his statement. J am prepared now to carry 
? 

4 





out the suggestion of the committee; although he has not made his statement 
and has not submitted to cross examination I am prepared to make a statement 
_ and after to submit to cross examination by any member of the Committee 
\ including, of course, Mr. Lennox. Will the Committee hear me now? 
3 Mr. Furevson: Now the Attorney General has at great length elabor- 
ated the seriousness of this whole situation. He has turned it largely into a 
_ personal controversy— 
| Mr. Ranzy: Not at all. 
3 Mr. Frereuson: Well, you have been pointing out to Mr. Lennox how his 
. character and reputation is in jeopardy and he ought to undertake in his own 
_ interest to clear himself of these charges. 
lg Mr. Lennox: Be brought before the Law Association. 
Mr. Ferguson: Now Mr. Lennox made certain allegations in the House 
and before he is asked to give evidence he ought to have an opportunity of 
exhausting his efforts to support and prove the allegations he made. 

Mr. Raney: Well, we accept his attitude. 

Mr. Frreuson: Just a moment; you were not so prepared to accept it 
a moment ago until you made a fifteen minute speech and until you got some- 
thing on record. 

Mr. Lennox: To get something unfairly in the papers. 

Mr. Fereuson: It is surely not for the man who is charged to say when 
the proceedings shall cease, when they shall end. Surely it is for the man who 
makes the allegations to say when he has exhausted the evidence of proof. 

| Mr. Raney: ‘There is no suggestion these proceedings may end today. 
| Mr. Fercuson: You have asked Mr. Lennox and the Committee to in- 
sist on that resolution being carried out. 

: Mr. Raney: All I ask for is permission now to make my statement to the 
- committee. 

| Mr. Frereauson: Well, that isn’t the way you put it to the committee. 
¥ You were insisting a moment ago that the committee’s resolution should be 
carried out. 


Mr. Raney: I was not. I made that plain. 
Mr. Fereuson: “Are you prepared to carry out the resolution of the 
























~ Committee ?”’ 

Mr. Raney: Don’t misrepresent my attitude. 

Mr. Fereuson: You read the resolution and asked if Mr. Lennox was 
| prepared now and that the Committee ought to carry out the resolution. That 


_ was the purport of the words. 
| Mr. Raney: No. 


! 
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Mr. Frrevuson: Well, I would like to know if the Attorney General 
aceepts all the evidence of the bootleggers as freely as he is prepared to accept 
evidence against Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Ranny: I asked if Mr, Lennox was willing to give his statement. 

Mr. Frrauson: I say it is for Mr. Lennox, the man who has made the 
charges, to say when he has finished his case. I do not know what his evidence 
is. He says “I have not finished it.” Surely no committee is going to say 
when a man says I have only partially finished my case, “You must close your 
case.” But everybody realizes this is a serious matter and that the Attorney 
General in the Province will be in a serious position if these charges are sup- 
ported and if they are proven in evidence. The Attorney General is right to 
look at it seriously but he is not right if he deprives the man making the charg- 
es of the opportunity of making his case. 

Mr. Ranry: I have no such thought. 

Mr. Crarxe: I was the individual that moved this celebrated resolution 
last week. I may say when I moved that resolution I thought I was consistent 
and I think so yet. My object was this. We have been sitting here day ‘aiter 
day, in other words practically this Public Accounts Committee has perform 
ed no business that should come under the head of Public Accounts Committee 
in a general way. We have not investigated accounts. In fact the work of the 
Committee has not been done. First we had the hydro, and now we have 
this blooming O. T. A. business. 

Now my object in moving that resolution the other day was this. My 
idea was to give my views on it, that we could go on here for two or three 
weeks. I suppose there are enough of these jail birds my honorable friend re- 
fers to. In other words these scouts, or spotters, to keep this committee going 
practically all summer. My view was in moving that resolution and giving my 
friend here two days to bring on his evidence, that he would naturally bring 
his strongest witnesses before this committee; then thinking we would get 
through in another week or ten days, that we would fix a day when the two 
principals should have their fun. Now we are up against this. 

I think frankly that the Attorney General is within his rights according 
to the resolution carried. Today was the day that the Attorney General and 
Mr, Lennox were supposed to give their evidence. Now Mr. Lennox, I under- 
stand, refuses to give his evidence today. Probably he is quite within his 
rights and is justified. But I submit to the Attorney General. I understand 
that you have some more subpoenaed, that you are having some fellows from 
Burwash and Kingston and God: knows where else coming here before this 
Legislature. If they ‘are coming it might be well to consider; it might be well 
to consider. But I think we should confine it to some reasonable time. 

Surely we are not going on for two weeks listening to this repetition about 


police courts, and these smart alecks, these spotters. The evidence is practi- — 


eally all the same. I think there is no member of this committee but what ad- 
mits from the evidence they have heard that the spotters, although doing pro- 
bably work that no other people would or could do, that they are doing, yet 
they are more or less crooks. No doubt about it! Take my honorable friend 
here. Take Budway. I was going to say, his friend. His client! 


Mr. Lennox: No. 
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Mr. Crarke: *] thought he said he was a client of yours—Oh no, 
McCutcheon! 


§ Mr. Lennox: And he never was a client either, as the Attorney General 

: nows. 

§ Mr. Crarxe: Well, they were in your office. My point is this. Now 

_aecording to their evidence, anyway; they said there was some correspondence 
between Mr. Lennox and them. Now Mr. Lennox says, and I think he might 
be perfectly right, that the committee would not take Budway’s evidence 
against mine. Personally I would rather take Lennox’s on general principles, 
and he is not an angel. But I’d rather take it on general principles. But 
after all, there is the evidence we have before this committee, and here is what 
I want to submit, and we have had a long session, and I have never listened to 
so many sermons, same verse, same chapter, and everything. In the evid- 
ence submitted to this committee I think it will appeal to all that there is 
wholesale bootlegging going on in this city, and you cannot catch them, cannot 
get them, cannot trap them, without such crooks as are employed by the Depart- 
ment for it. They are not good. That is, they are not strictly what I call re- 
ligious people. They are not. good. 

Memper: They are backsliders anyway. 

Mr. Crarxe: Well, I do not think you can say they are cowards, 
anyway. 

Now, we passed this resolution, carried it, the Attorney General is 
within his rights in expecting to have it carried out. But I would be per- 
fectly willing—this is Tuesday, we will meet Thursday and Friday—I will 
be willing to say to my honourable friend, “Take two more days. Choose your 
witnesses. ring in the best witnesses you have got, and then, after that, 
surely, I think, you have had justice. And then if you want to go into the 

box all right. Let the Attorney General go into the box and let us close up this 
- question.” 
Mr. Ranry: I have been here for some weeks with the committee. I ex- 
plained to the Committee how much time it is taking, how very stringent my 
duties are at this time, and I want a little relief from the strain of these 
duties. I have prepared to make this statement this morning. [ want to make 
it now. Mr. Lennox will have an advantage, but— 

Mr, Lennox: I am not objecting to you making it. 

Mr. Hay: Mr. Chairman, I object to the statement being made by either. 
I think two learned gentlemen, members of this House, learned in the law, 
an honourable profession, I really think it is most unkind to ask either of 
them to make statements before this Committee. It doesn’t, to me savour of 
the dignity that follows that profession, and, unfortunately perhaps, I was 
not in the committee the other day when the resolution was passed, but I 
think I would very much prefer to have judged of the whole matter in ques- 
tion from the evidence that had been submitted rather than the statement of 

either of the honourable members of the House. I know the strain that the 
Attorney General must be sitting under. The whole responsibility of the 
legal department of the Government, which we all acknowledge must be very 
heavy and severe through a very long session. I think I can assure him that 
_the public will judge of his record and his position in reference to all these 
| charges that have been made here and even in the House, and for the sake of 
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the dignity of the profession, I had hoped we could eliminate the question, 
either under oath or a statement from either of the two participants in the 
statements that have been made in the House, unfortunate as they are. Most 
of us without a legal mind realize readily that no matter what statement the 
Attorney General may make, no matter what statement Mr. Lennox may make, 
that it leaves us just where we started after they are through, and have not 
accomplished very much, because of the difficulty of the ordinary mind in 
reading as to what is just legal and what is not legal. But, as I intimated be- 
fore, I think the members in the House and the public generally will judge of 
the whole situation by the evidence that has been submitted, and for that 
reason; I had hoped and I do hope that at the present time, giving all regard 
to the position in which the Attorney General is in, and the heavy strain, that 
probably it would not have been necessary to have had submitted either on 
oath or otherwise a statement of either of the participants at the present 
time. cry 

Mr. Ravyey: I think perhaps the honourable member, Mr. Hay, was not 
here when J read to the committee—no doubt members of the committee were 
more or less familiar with them before, although not perhaps in the systematic 
manner in which I have them before me—heading in a certain section of the 
press of this province, the editorials that have been spread broad-cast in which 
I have been pilloried with nearly all the epithets that it is possible to apply to 
a person in my position. 

Mr. Hay: I would remind the Attorney General, only a certain section. 

Mr. Ranzy: Well, quite so. That section is an influential section. 
There has been no limit to the thing, and after the denials and explanations 
in the House these charges were repeated in this section of the press as though 
they had been proven. 


Mr. Hay: Do you think any statement you make would change that sec- _ 


tion of the press? 

Mr. Raney: J will make is so clear that the charges will never be re- 
peated again. 

Mr. Srncratr: How? | 

Mr. Watson: Unless the Attorney General allows you to speak you 
cannot speak. 

Mr. Suvcratr: May I stay in the room? As long as I am in the room 
J will speak. , 

I wanted to-ask how he thought he could prevent the newspapers and the 


man in the street from repeating the statements which have been made after — 


any statement which he makes here to-day ? 





| 
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Mr. Ranzy: I cannot prevent a lying, venal press from continuing to — : 
be lying and venal. I cannot prevent frothy parenoics from circulating their © 


poison. I cannot prevent it. But I can get across a statement of the trut 
to people who are open to conviction, and I am proposing to waive the dignity. 
I appreciate what Mr. Hay said. I appreciate that I am accused, and there 


is always a lack of dignity in the accused. He is in a little different position ~ 


from that of the man who is not accused. His accuser has some advantages. 
But I am going to waive all that. To me truth is of more concern than 


dignity. I desire the permission of the Committee to make my statement. — 
After I have made my statement if any member of the Committee desires me 
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_ to be put on oath I will-take it and I will submit to cross examination by any 
member of the Committee. 

; Mr. Nicxiz: May I, with the Attorney General’s permission, before he 
begins his remarks, say a word ? 

Mr. Ranzy: That is for the Committee to say. 

Mr. Nicxzte: No, it is for you. 

| Mr. Ranny: Well, I prefer to go on with my statement. 

Ie Mr. Nicxin: Then it will be remembered, if, later on, I appear to get 
4 myself in what might be considered to be an inconsistent position, that the 
_ Attorney General took the floor. 

3 Mr. Raney: Now, Mr. Lennox’s major charge against me, I suppose I 
may put it that way, was couched in this language, and I am going to en- 
_ deavor to be brief. I have read it once or twice to the Committee already, and 
I am going to read it again so as to get it on the record in connection with my 
_ statement: 7 

Mg ‘With full responsibility as a member of this House,” he said, “T 
_ shall show that not only does the Attorney General give employment to thugs 
|_and criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis I can command, that 
these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney General, as- 
sisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite 
‘understand the administrator of a Department being deceived by his officials 
| or his servants; that is inevitable. But I cannot conceive, nor will the public 
| condone, any Minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted, 
| and have to his knowledge served terms, in the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I give that statement the most unqualified, the most 
emphatic denial; not, as some newspaper expressed, in a technical sense; not 
‘in any technical interpretation of the words, “thugs and criminals,” but 
| absolutely and unqualifiedly, in any interpretation that can be placed on those 
‘words, I give the whole of that statement—really there are half a dozen state- 
| ments included—my unqualified denial. It is false. The only truthful thing 
| in it is the statement as made by the member that he can understand the ad- 
“ministrator of a department being deceived by his officials and servants; that 
‘is inevitable. That is not part of the charge. The charge is that I, know- 
| ingly and deliberately, chose to employ criminals and thugs in the enforce- 
ment of this Act. That charge is false. That is all I have to say about it at 
this time. 

A little Jater on in the same report the member said: y 

| “And yet, tonight, you,”’—addressing me, “occupy the position of At- 
‘torney General of this Province, associated as you have been during the past 
two years with men who are a disgrace to any civilized community.” _ 

Is I utterly deny that. I utterly repudiate it. I have had men associated 
Beith ‘me like Mr. Flavelle, Chairman of the License Board, Mr. Dingman, 
Mr. Smith; honourable men; General Elliott, the late Commissioner of 
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| Police; Mr. Ayearst, Chief Officer of the License Branch; Mr. Hales, the 
present Chairman of the Board; General Williams, the present Commissioner 
‘of Police. You cannot find in this Province more honourable or upright men. 
‘In the first place the charge is against me personally but if you make an in- 


_terpretation of the charge these are the men that are being charged with em- 
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ploying “thugs and criminals,” and being associated during the past two years. 
with men who are a disgrace to any civilized country in the world. That is 
all I have to say about that for the moment. 

Then Mr. Lennox said, speaking of another matter: 

“Will you believe me when I tell you that the Attorney General offered 
to give up that liquor’—that is the United Shippers’ liquor at Fort Frances— 
“to the men who owned it if they would not take it into the United States, 
would let them have it if they would debauch the citizens of British 
Columbia.” 

Mr. Lennox called a witness, Mr. James Haverson, K.C. to prove that 
charge. Mr. Haverson was examined before the Committee. Mr. Haverson 
was asked, “Now give me a straight answer to this, for Mr. Lennox has 
promised that he would resign if his statement was not true: Is it true that 
you said that the Attorney General would let you have the liquor if you would 
ship it to debauch the citizens of British Columbia?’ Answer: “No, it is 
not true.” 


And he said it was not true even if the Department were substituted for — 


the Attorney General. 


Now, after that, I need not repeat my denial made in the House. I re- ,) 


peat it again if necessary. . 
Mermper: That turned on the word “debauch ?”’ 


Mr. Ranny: I am reading the statement. I said in the House it was © 


not true. I say it now. 
Then the third major charge—these were two of the major charges 





pared to deal with these names if I am asked about them. 


The third major charge was this: “I am not surprised, nor will the pub- — 
coo) 5 


lic be amazed that that was a frame, or an endeavour to frame, Mr. Armstrong 


and myself,” he said, “when one of the men who represented you, Mr. At 


torney General, would go to Collingwood, as Fielding did, and there engage 


an eighteen-year-old boy to purchase liquor and then have him arrested. And 


this man named Smythe, your other operator, was one who would steal from 


was @ 
couched in these terms. I say major charge, because in support of this major 
charge of employing criminals and thugs there were names given; many 
names were given which Mr. Lennox said supported the charge. [ am pre- — 
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employ of the Government I think perhaps the better element of the people 


Z 
the Government liquor that was seized. When men of that type are in the 
} 
Y 


of the Province will not doubt me when I say that the liquor that was seized — 


in the room at Sutton was brought there by them, and I am not sure you did 


not know it.” 2 
Speaking of the Sutton raid on the Mansion House, made by Smythe, 


% 
i 


Fielding and Creason, three Provincial Police Officers, on the 2nd of December. — 


“Engaged an eighteen-year-old boy to purchase liquor.” It was false. I have’ 


Fielding here. And Mr. Sarvis said it was false before the Committee the: 


other day. 

“When this man Smythe,’—another man who went to Sutton—‘“your 
other operator, was one who would steal from the Government liquor that was 
seized,’—that had reference to this Budway liquor, the fifteen cases, where 
Smythe did not steal anything; he was merely there to seize it for the Gov- 


ernment, and the liquor is now in the liquor dispensaries—“would steal from — 


= 
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_the Government, liquor that was seized. When men of that type are in the 

employ of the Government I think perhaps the better element of the people 
f of the Province will not doubt me when T say that the liquor that was seized 
in the room at Sutton was brought there by them, and I am not sure that you 





did not know it’—not sure the Attorney General did not know of it. 
: In other words the charge is that Smythe and Fielding planted the whis- 
_ key that was found in the room at Sutton and that they did so with my know- 
ledge, that I was a party to the framing up of this at Sutton. 

Now, in that view, Mr. Chairman, I am going to do what otherwise I 
_ would not do. This is a charge against me personally of having been a party 
_to planting liquor in a room where the officers might find it-in order that they 
might convict mnocent men of a crime, of an offence against the Ontario 
‘Temperance Act. I am going to lay before the Committee, and I want to do 
it at this stage so as to give Mr. Lennox an opportunity to explain evidence 
that indicates to my mind that Mr. Lennox knew where the whiskey came 
from, |) 
" I place before the Committee first a prescription for a dozen quart bottles 
of ale, dated 24th of November, 1921—that was a few days before the raid,— 
signed by Dr. R. F. Preston of Carleton Place, for one dozen quart bottles 
of ale. | 
Mr. Fzrevson: Do you think any of that ever got to Sutton ? 

Mr. Rayry: I don’t know where it got to. 
I produce a second ‘prescription, on the same day, signed by S. S. Ball, 
_M.P.P., Stouffville—Dr: Ball,—for one quart of whiskey, to Mr. T. H: 
Lennox, lawyer, Toronto. In both cases this liquor was delivered to a man 
named Arnold, whom, I am told, was chauffer to Mr. Lennox. 
Mr. Lennox: What is the date? 

Mr. Raney: 28th November. 

Mr. Lennox: You don’t think I would keep a bottle of whiskey that 
| long, do you? You pay me too high a compliment. . 
| Mr. Raney (proceeding): Each of these prescriptions and all other 
prescriptions that are honoured by the Department carry a certificate that the 
“liquor is for medical purposes only. That is required by the Act. It is an 
offence against the Act for a doctor to give a prescription that is not for 
medical purposes. Each prescription also carries the Doetor’s certificate ; 
| “I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quan- 
tity necessary for the patient.’ ae 
t The Doctor certifies that the quantity is the minimum quantity required 
for the patient. In this particular case, my information is that the chauffeur 
-eame into the dispensary and was somewhat delayed in getting the goods, be- 
-eause the censor at the desk was unable to censor the signature of Dr, Preston. 
| Mr. Lennox himself came into the office and wanted to know what all the 
delay was, and told them they would have to have a better system, and that 1s 
was in a hurry, that he had to go to Sutton to attend — this meeting. . Yr. 
| Lennox will probably tell the Committee what the complaint or illness was for 
which Dr. Preston, whom I understand was campaigning with him in North 
York, prescribed the liquor. Also he will probably explain to the Committee 
why he, as a member of the Legislature when this Act of 1916 was passed, 
| 1 member of the Legislature who assisted in the passage of this law, a King’s 


ess 
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Counsel, why he has deliberately and on many occasions, disregarded this 


law, and rendered himself liable to the pains and penalties of the Act if he 


had been prosecuted. 
Mr. Lennox: Why do you say that? 
Mr. Raney: I am making my statement now. 
Mr. Lennox: Why do you say I made myself liable? 


Mr. Raney: Two prescriptions on the same day, from different doctors, 


one for a dozen quarts of ale and one for a quart of whiskey, and your in- 


formation in the office that you were in a hurry to get to Sutton where there 


was a meeting. 
Mr. Lennox: Now, you will stick to that? 


Mr. Ranny: Then on the same day another prescription! There was a 
creat illness in Mr. Lennox’s office at that time! Written by Dr. Ball at 


Stouffville, in favour of Clifford Case, barrister, who was at that time as- 
sociated with Mr. Lennox, and who, I am told, assisted him in the preparation 
of the evidence to be laid before this Committee, going to Hamilton and other 


places to get witnesses for that purpose. The prescription is dated 24th of — 


November, 1921; “Required for Mr. Clifford Case, Barrister, 176 University 


Avenue, Toronto, one dozen quarts of ale, for medical purposes only, for the 


patient named. I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the 


minimum quantity necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered.” 
“(sioned) 8.8) Barr, M.D.” 


Then, on the 9th of December, also by Dr. Preston—this cannot have 


been at the Sutton House because it is after the event, but it shows the course 


of dealings. 
December 9, 1921. 


“Required for T. H. Lennox, Barrister, Toronto, one quart bottle of 


whiskey for medical purposes only for the patient named. I certify that the 


amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity necessary for the 


patient for whom it is ordered.” 
“(signed) R. F. Presron, M.D. 
Carleton Place.” 





Then another one that camé in a little earlier. This would hardly 
have been preserved, I think, but it was still during the campaign because it | 


is still signed by Dr. Preston, on the 1st day of October 1921: - 

“Required for Mr. T. H. Lennox, Barrister, Toronto, one quart of whis- 
key, for medical purposes only for the patient named. I certify that the | 
amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity necessary for the | 


patient for whom it is ordered.” 
(signed) “R. F. dlu 
“(sioned) R. F. Preston, M.D.” | 


Received by Mr. C. K. Case; that is the same Mr. Clifford Case who | 


procured a prescription from Dr. Ball which is already in exhibit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have some other prescriptions on which I will 
take occasion to ask certain questions of Mr. Lennox, when he submits himself 
as I hope he will before very long for examination before this Committee. 

Mr. Tormire: What does this censorship mean ? | 

Mr. Raney: There is a young woman who is supposed to know the doe- 


tors’ signatures, like a ledger keeper in a bank, and prescriptions are put be 


c 
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fore her to verify the signatures. She has, I suppose, the signatures of all 
the doctors before her, and if she finds the signature all right she o.k.’s it. I 

| have before me now a forged prescription about which I am going to ask ques- 

_ tions perhaps before the Committee rises if the opportunity offers. 

f Now, having in view this situation, perhaps Mr, Lennox may be able to 

_ discover I bought some liquor from the dispensaries during this time ? 

Mr. Lennox: I don’t care whether you did or not; I would not stoop 

_ so low as to say you did or did not. 

4s Mr. Raney: But you would stoop so low as to make accusation against 

_ two innocent men. You would stoop so low as to charge Smythe and Field- 
ing, two men whom you knew were innocent, with having framed this case 
against Armstrong and the other men? 

; Mr. Lennox: May I ask is that the Smythe who beat the man up in 
Hamilton the other day ? 

Mr. Raney: I know nothing about it. I haven't heard of any man 
being beaten up in Hamilton. I have no comment to make because I know 
nothing about. it. 

~ Now let me read this paragraph again and I will ask the Committee 
__ whether I am justified in bringing these prescriptions before it. 
“IT am not surprised, nor will the public be amazed, that that was an 
_ endeavour to frame Mr. Armstrong and myself,” he said, “when one of the 
“men representing you, Mr. Attorney General, would go to Collingwood, as 
_ Fielding did, and there engage an eighteen-year-old boy to purchase liquor 
_ and then have him arrested,”—which was false—“and this man named 
| Smythe, your other operator, was one who would steal from the Government 
liquor that was seized’’—which was false. “When men of that type are em- 
| ployed with the Government, I think perhaps the better element of the people 
_ of the Province will not doubt me when I say that the liquor that was seized 
in the room at Sutton was brought there by them, and I am not sure you 
‘Yknew of it.” It is reported in another paper—“that you did not know of 
it,” which is, I presume, what he said. | 
; That is the charge against me. I leave it on Mr. Lennox’s door step. 
Mr. MacBrive: Just before the Attorney General takes his seat, do I 
_ understand he asks the Committee to infer, that, having read four or five 
orders given to Mr. Lennox, covering periods from the 1st of October until 
the 9th of December, that therefore that is sufficient fact from which we might 
infer that Mr. Lennox took the liquor to Sutton? 

Mr. Raney: It is sufficient answer, in my view, to the question that the 
liquor was taken there by these officers with the knowledge of the Attorney 
General. It is sufficient to suggest to the Committee the possible source of 
_ this liquor. é 
| Mr. Nicxie: In your original statement I think you went further than 
you intended to. You said you were prepared to depart from what was the 
established, usual. custom, and read certain documents which would go the 
length of showing, or would tend to show, that Mr Lennox probably had been 
| the source of supply—probably knew of the source of supply. And this was 
the source of supply, these orders. Is the intention that we should believe 
| that because Mr. Lennox at this time got these orders that, therefore, these 
orders were the source of the liquor obtained at Sutton 4 
RS 
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Mr. Raney: I put these facts before the Committee. I don’t care what 
any member of the Committee infers. I put facts before the Committee. 

Mr. MacBrive: I understood you to say that when you were finished 
you would be prepared to allow us to ask you some questions. I am endeavour- 
ing to clear up what was not quite apparent. 1 don’t want to embarrass you. 
I don’t want to press you. | ; 

Mr. Nicxitx: Before the Attorney General began his statement I asked 
the privilege of saying a word or two, which the Attorney General, from his 
point of view, quite correctly, desired me not then to make. I had not the 
privilege of being present at the Committee the morning on which it was 
decided that the Attorney General should make his statement and Mr. Lennox 
should also make a statement, which, if I understood correctly, subsequently 
correctly, was to be on oath if it was so desired. IF do not want to bring the 
school teacher into the Public Accounts Committee and I do not want to be 
captiously critical, but I am beginning to wonder if we are maintaining the 
dignity of this Committee, if there is not a tendency to drift away from the 
original source of the inquiry, that before we get through, instead of it be- 
ing maintained on the high plane of the judicial Committee, the high parlia- 
mentary plane, it is not going to degenerate into the narrowest of political in- 
trigue and jealousy. It is perfectly apparent to me this morning from the 
statement the Attorney General made—and I now speak with all the respect 
that is due from a private member to he who occupies the exalted position of 
Attorney Qeneral—that there is a tendency on the part of the Attorney Gen- 
eral to gravamen of the charge, to adopt the position very often taken by 
skilled attorneys, that when you have not too good a case abuse the other side. 

Now the member for North Ontario has an unfortunate manner in the 
House as well as here of interjecting an isolated remark which he rarely fol- 
lows up by a well regularized sentence or argument, and his saying, “no, no,” 
does not carry conviction to the committee, does not carry conviction to me. | 
And if he will listen as I elaborate a few remarks I have to make, possibly 
his “no, no,” may become a more speedy, at least a more conscientious, “yes, 
ves.” 

Now here is my point—and I am trying to approach this thing, as far 
as a member of the Conservative Party can, judicially; I am trying to pre- 
serve a semblance of reason and common sense that I think should actuate a 
member of this committee. I listened to Mr. Clarke, and I thought he took 
a rather dignified position in relation to the attitude of a Liberal to this in- 
quiry. Now let us see what happened. I was in the House the night Mr. 
Lennox made his speech It is not necessary that I should «omment on the 
manner, or the style or method of the delivery. It has nothing to do with this 
inquiry. But he made specific charges against the Attorney General, and 
the Attorney General, being a member of the Government, we had a right as 


a Public Accounts Committee, to conduct an inquiry into these charges, be- . 


cause many of those who were involved in the charges had received publi¢ 
money. And this matter has been dragging now for days—weeks. There 
has been a tendency from time to time to shift the position by showing 
that Col. Lennox was this or Col. Lennox was that. I do not think we are 
particularly concerned as a committee whether Col. Lennox is a saint or a sim> 
uer. I do not think we are particularly concerned as a committee on Pubhie 
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Accounts, not speaking as a member of the T. 
_ broke his obligations to his client or divule 
information, that he received under the alleged promise of secrecy and in the 
_ judicial relation that should always prevail between solicitor and client. That 
is a question of legal ethics for the proper committee of the Law Society to 
make inquiry into. What I am trying to emphasize is this, because later on 
Col Lennox, without doubt, is going to take the chair and give evidence. I 
_ think this Committee should keep before it all the time that what we are in- 
_ quiring into are the charges made against the administration of this Act by Col. 
_ Lennox. We are concerned with the weight that should be given to the 
_ evidence of those that appear before us as witnesses. We are not concerned 
_ as to whether Col. Lennox gets an order every second day or not for a bottle 
of whiskey or bottles of ale: I do not need it to maintain my health. He 
may. The point I would emphasize is, let us try and keep this inquiry on a 
_ decent plane, and let us try to keep before us this point of view, Col. Lennox 
made certain charges. Are those charges true? Does the evidence sub- 
_ stantiate them? Are the witnesses worthy of belief? What weight shall we 
' give to those who go into the witness box? And let us try from now on to 
_ keep to one side personal innuendo, reflections as to character, except in so 
far as relate to the weight of evidence given by the various witnesses. 
Mr. Lennox: Now Mr. Attorney General, when an information is laid 
against a man for bootlegging, who does the prosecuting ? 
5 Mr. Raney: Why, the Crown Attorney usually; sometimes a lawyer 
is specially engaged. 

Mr. Jonnston: A few moments ago Mr. Lennox said that Budway’s 

evidence would not be taken, his word would not be taken ? 

Mr. Lennox: I said that I would leave it to the public. 

Mr. Jounston: You thought your word would be taken in preference 
to his. But when Budway gave evidence against the Attorney General or his 
department, you suggested his evidence should be taken. Why do you bring 
him here ? 
| Mr. Lennox: In the first place I did not bring him here. In the next 
place he was called as a witness by the Attorney General for the purpose of 
efuting charges I had made. He being put in the box by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, I assume that the Attorney General would not do so, would not ask that 
| the public be deceived, by putting a man in the box whose evidence is not re- 
liable. That is a responsibility that every man takes when he puts a witness 
in the box; that is, if he does not want the publie to believe him then he should 
not put him in the box. Having put him in the box I did what was my public 
| duty; I cross examined him on statements that he had made. That is all 
_ there was to it. ' ; 
~~ Mr. Jounston: You based certain remarks in the House in your 
charges on information obtained, some of it obtained from Budway ? wi 
~~ Mr. Lennox: On information obtained from Budway that was veritied 
5 f the courts. 
¥ Be rrieced think the statements made by the honourable member for 
| North York is somewhat fallacious. In regard to the case in court it is quite 
true counsel have responsibility before producing witnesses yada Fre. '5 
| able ground for believing the evidence of the witnesses is true. Here we have 
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an investigation in regard to certain irregularities which have taken place, as 
alleged, in respect to some of the employes of the Department, employed by — 
officers of the Department under the Attorney General, and it surely is not 
the statement to this committee that the Attorney General believes any or all 
of the witnesses which he desires for the’ purposes of obtaining evidence as 
to what the true facts are. It is for the Committee to determine. And all the 
witnesses ought to be called, ought to be examined, and there ought not to be @ 
attributed by Mr. Lennox to the honourable the Attorney General any certi- © 
ficate as to character of any of these witnesses. 

Mr. Ranry: I explained to the committee that Budway was a voluntary — 
witness. He had come to the office because he was angered on account of his — 
mame being used. i 

Mr. Nioxrz: The weight to be attached to the evidence must be deter- 
mined by each member of the committee for himself after listening to the 
witness. | 
Mr. Hatz: This matter has gone much too far to strangle it now. 
Either the statements of Mr. Lennox are correct or they are not correct. If 
they are correct, if the statements which he has made in the House that the 
Attorney General permitted all this to go on with his knowledge, that he had — 
this class of men engaged to do the province’s work, and that he knew what — 
was going on all the time, and he knew they were “thugs and criminals,” 
then I for one want to say definitely that although I have been an admirer : 
of the Attorney General’s for years for certain work which he has been doing — 
all his life, still I want to say now definitely that if what Mr. Lennox says 18 
true the Attorney General is not worthy to occupy the exalted position which 
he occupies; he should not be there, nor should any man be in authority who — 
will connive with any such work, and I for one felt that when I moved that — 
resolution that we should curtail this business by putting the two principals 
in the ring and letting them fight 1t out. That is what I want to do. J think 
we have made a good start. I don’t think it will be necessary after we call 
these witnesses to call further witnesses. : 

Mr. Lennox: I understood you to say that in these trials that you are 
represented by either the Crown Attorney or by some person specially ap- 
‘pointed. | 
Mr. Raney: Usually; sometimes cases are conducted by Mr. Ayearst 
himself. 

Q.—Then a case that is conducted by Mr. Ayearst himself, would that 
come to your knowledge? | 

A.—Not necessarily. Many cases do not come to my attention at all. 
Usually a case does not come to my knowledge except. through the press. 

Q.—Then supposing the city crown attorney or the county crown at- 
torney were representing you in a liquor case, would that come to your at- 


—_— . 


tention % 
A.—Not necessarily; no. 
Q.—Is the evidence taken down under oath? 
A.—Why I assume it is. I suppose the magistrates do their duty. 
Q.—Do you ever make any inquiries from your officers with respect t0- 
the men that are found guilty or even charged in these liquor cases? 
\.—I do not get that question. at aarvonod 
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Q.—Do you ever talk to them, try to find out? 

A.—Talk to whom? 

Q.—The Crown Attorney ? 

A.—Why the Crown Attorneys know their business. 
| Q.—Then we will assume you don’t. When you read the press do you 
ever inquire whether these men that are charged, found guilty of Breach 
_ of the Ontario Temperance Act, are, or have been, in the employ of the 
_ Government ? 
Q A.—Why no. That would be a departmental matter to be looked after 
_ by the officers in the department who had the means of knowledge. The lower 
_ the officer the more— 
1 Q.—Would it or would it not be possible for you to be in touch from time 
_ to time with the fact whether your own employes have been convicted or not? 
a A.—Why, it would be possible; yes. 
| Q.—Have you ever tried to keep in touch with your officers for the pur- 
| pose of ascertaining how your spotters were conducting themselves ? 
I A.—I have been unremitting and persistent in my instructions to the 
| head of the department. I do not, of course, short circuit. If I have in- 
_ structions to give I give it to the head. I do not go to an officer, either a spe- 
cial officer or a provincial officer. I go to the head and give instructions to 
_ him, usually by memorandum. 
: Q.—Then where did you get the information that was contained in the 
memorandum to General Elliott that “too many of your officers or spotters 
_ were going bad?” 
| A.—That would be the information that would be available to the publie. 
| It would be printed in the press. There had been some unfortunate 
incidents. 
\ ! Q.—What were they doing; what caused you to make that memorandum ¢ 
_  A.The date was February of this year. I would have the accumula- 
tion then of cases, I can refer you to some of them. There was, for instance, 
a Lickers case in Hamilton that has been referred to before this Committee, 
where a man who was employed by Mr. Sturdy, who had been sent over by 
Mr. Sturdy to Mr. Flavelle to be interviewed and passed on by Mr. ‘Flavelle ; 
Mr. Flavelle was of the opinion that the man was a likely man; he impressed 
him as being an honest man. He turned out to be a highway robber and some- 
thing else. | 
i SE osiwat Barn burner. this 
| Mr. Ranny: Yes; and was immediately dismissed. 
_ Mr. Lennox: Well, he was not going bad. He had already been bad, 
is in the technical sense? 

A.—That is true, yes. 

 Q.—wWhat others, now, have you got ? sitio 
_ A.—Well, in most cases, when a matter of this kind came to my atten- 
‘tion. I sent a memo to the head of the department. I came into the Depart- 
“ment came into control, on the 17th of November, 1920, and on the 12th 
Bona ry, 1921, I see I sent,—so far as I find, there may be others,—my first 
| memo to Mr. Flavelle, and I referred there to the Hamilton incident. I sup- 
ose that must have been the Lickers case. I said, In view of the Hamilton 
neident and previous incidents of a similar character’’—hbecause these things _ 
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keep happening occasionally, as you said, they will happen—‘I suggest for 
the future all applicants for the position Teald be required to faliies formal — 
application’”—up until that time there had not been a rule of that kind— 
and they should answer a list of questions. In addition to this I think they 
should be required to furnish credentials. Nothing is more embarrassing... 

Mr. Frrevson: What is the date of that ? 

A,—That is January 12, 1921. 

Mr. Frereuson: Well, how did that work out ? 

A.—There were two or three cases. We were deceived after that, even 
after we adopted the plan of making an affidavit. 

Mr. Fercuson: In other words he would swear to these things. 

A,—When you have adopted a plan of affidavit, application, a require — 
him to give credentials from three people, respectable people, and in addition ~ 
to that, ‘interview him, cross question him, personally I don’t see you can go 
very much further. | 

Mr. Lennox: Well now, if the statement was made in the House that 
you did employ Lickers, and he had burned a barn and was a highway robber, 
that would be true, I suppose ? . | 

A.—Well, there is no question about what happened. ‘The man was 
employed. 

Q.—Will you be good enough to tell me the names of the spotters that 
you had in view when you wrote that letter? ‘ 

A.—Would it make any difference if you referred to them as special 
officers ? 

Q.—Well, special officers if you lke. 

A.—You have referred to them as “shrimps, skunks, stool pigeons.” 
These are not complimentary terms. 

Q.—I see you used the word “spotters” yourself in one of these memos. 

A.—In quotation marks. 

Q.—In February too many were going wrong? Will you be good ofr 
to tell me the names of the spotters Mats you had in view ae you wrote 
that letter 2 

A.—There is nothing here to indicate what incident it refers to. It 
probably refers to something, some incident in the newspapers, of some mat 
about whom some comment had been made by a magistrate. 

Mr. Totmiz: Was that memo prompted by whist you read in the news- 
paper or was it brought to you by some of the members of your Department ? 

A.—These things would almost always, I think, come to the newspapers, 
because when anything of this kind happens it is sensational. A hundred 
men in our employ who go straight, they are not newspaper copy. One man 
goes wrong and it 18 sensational. It is newspaper copy because he is an el 
Pee of the Ontario Temperance Act. 

Q.—You had a chief of police and naturally, of course, you would leave 
these things to him 2 

A. Quite so; and when these things happened I sent a memo to him. 
ealling iuis Meuah dtan to the matter. 

Mr. Totmiz: The point I was trying to make; when you wrote this note 
to the chief of the police Coppel: it was not WHO oe of anything he said 
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to you, any information he brought t 
gathered from the papers? 

A.—Yes, and sometimes I should say the newspaper reports were not 
correct. For instance hewspaper report came down from Fort William that 
our officers had treated a settler up there badly. I think there was a front 
_ page Editorial, Saturday Night. We had sent out so many miles and we had 
done a lot of terrible things, and the Ontario Temperance Act was raked fore 
— and aft for its inhuman conduct. I at once wired to the magistrate, “What 
_ about this?” They wired back and said this was an offence acainst a notorious 


o you, but simply information you 


co) 
offender, under the Inland Revenue Act, prosecuted by Dominion Officers, 


_ with which this Department had nothing to do. Sometimes prosecutions were 
by municipal officers under the Ontario Temperance Act and ingsome cases 
_ they were not too careful in their methods. That was one of the reasons why 
_ I sent a circular letter asking the Commissioners of Police +o instruct their 
_ chiefs to be more careful and to keep in line with the policy of our depart- 
ment, and to be careful about the employment of persons in the enforcement 
_ of the Ontario Temperance Act, persons who had a bad character, and to 
avoid the employment of women. 
@.—Well then tell me was any spotter or special officer discharged froin 
your department as a result of you knowing that many of them were going 
bad? Or, too many of them going bad? 
3 A.—Why yes, Lickers was discharged at once. 
Q).—Now he was not going bad, he had gone bad? . 
A.—Well, in a free sense, men who should not be employed. It was 
not so much that they went bad in our employ. Some of them do that. Mr. 
_ Gordon, you spoke of, who accepted bribes from bootleggers in Kitchener, 
went bad. Others turned out to be bad before they were employed. Another 
man you spoke of, a man at Niagara Falls, who was taken on by Mr. Ferris, 
without communication with the Department, he turned out to be accused of 
_ murder, whether guilty or not I do not know. He was discharged, and after 
Mr. Ferris was discharged for other reasons. The Department could hardly 
be responsible for that: case. 
a Q.—Well, you would be responsible, I suppose for his actions, no matter 
by whom appointed ? eatibe 
4 A.—Technically I am responsible for anything in my department, even 
though I know nothing about it. | 
is Mr. Lennox: Can you name one man that was discharged from the 
Department after you had written that letter saying that too many of the 
spotters were going bad ? 
4 A.—Well, I will say this, that no man was ever kept in the employ of 
_ the Department to my knowledge when it was known that he was a bad char- 
acter, or had a criminal record, whether before or after he came. 
. Q.—Can you tell me the name of one man that was discharged by your 
} - Department for going bad while he was a servant of this Government 3% 
| A.—Mr. Sarvis mentioned one the other day. I don’t know that the 
| man had actually gone bad. He said he suspected him. A man named 
‘Henry, I think he said Henry Martin. McCoy was another man. Let me 
aa ‘you the charge against, McCoy, the language used. McCoy was a re- 
‘urned soldier. "He happened to have a German revolver, a souvenir, in his 
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pocket. He happened to get into some difficulty going to Hamilton. He did 
an indiscreet thing; he took a drink of whiskey on the train. When he reached 
Hamilton he tried to hand this man over who had the whiskey to an officer in 
Hamilton. The officer accepted the statement of the other man and had him 
arrested. He was taken before a magistrate and fined $100. And when the 
facts were explained to the Magistrate he directed that the fine should not be 
collected. Nevertheless this man was dismissed. He was not permitted to go 
into court again. Here is Mr. Lennox’s charge, “Did I to the public say what 
was true when I charged a stool pigeon”—now that was cruel to McCoy, a de- 
-cent man—“by the name of McCoy, with being drunk on the train, brandish- 
ing a revolver, and driving passengers from the car at Hamilton.’ —Ab- 
solutely untrue. The simple offence was that he had this German souvenir in 
his pocket and had committed the indiscretion of taking a drink on the train. 
And that was enough to justify his dismissal. And he was afterwards con- 
victed. Now there is the explanation. Or, take your reference to the man 
named Lentz. 

“Will you say a man by the name of Lentz, a German spy, was not en- 
caged by your Department and induced a young veteran by the name of Cote 
at Cobalt to become a criminal 2” 

That was a dreadful statement to make about that man, Lentz. Lentz 
was an Ontario boy, born in Renfrew County, where his parents had lived 
for twenty years. And on that basis this man is called a German spy. I will 
ask Mr. Lennox now whether he had any reason for calling this man a Ger- 
man spy, except he was of German extraction. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, you ask me that when I get into the box. 

Mr. Raney, (reading): “Will you say. . . . .that a man by the name 
of Lentz, a German spy, was not engaged by your department and induced a 
young veteran by the name of Cote at Cobalt to become a criminal 2” 

Now the fact was that Cote was a bootlegger who had been convicted prac- 
tically on the evidence of Lentz. Cote’s friends appealed to the Department 
for clemency. Myr. Flavelle looked into the whole matter and reported against 
it, and he had to pay his fine. If Levere had framed him the Department 
would not have permitted him to pay the fine. 

Mr. Lennox: Then I understood you to say that McCoy was a decent 
man ? 

A.—That is my report. 

Q.—Then why was he dismissed 4 

A.—Because of this indiscretion and because he had been convicted of a 
technical offence, and, once a man has been convicted of an offence he ceased 
to be of any use to our department, because although he may not be really 
euilty, if he is asked “Were you convicted?’ and he says, “Yes,” and pro- 
ceeds to explain, the court won’t believe him, because everybody knows if 


say they are not guilty of anything. 

Q.—How do you justify that last statement of yours with the statement 
of Mr. Hammond. He says that he employed Gordon after he knew that he 
had taken $600 from the hotel keepers in Kitchener ? | 
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A.—wWell, I am not sure what Mr. Hammond said. I was not here. ' 
Ag I understand it, Gordon came back from Regina after having run away a 
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you go to jail or a court and ask the men what they have been guilty of they — 
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with the money with which he had been bribed. He came to Toronto. If 
Mr. Hammond knew he had done this he ought not to have reemployed him. 
But he did reemploy not to enforce the O.T.A. in the proper sense but to 
get information, as I understood, against this man Courrian, who was sus- 
pected of being in league with the bootleggers, 

| Mr. Hitz: Are we to understand that before employing men, did they 
consult you ? 

: A.—No, no. The men are employed I think by Mr. Ayearst usually, or 
| the Commissioner. The system was not absolute always. I think Mr. Ham- 





mond was given a free hand for a while. One difficulty arose last summer, 

: I may say, in the Department when the Commissioner of Police was in 
Europe, gone six or seven weeks; he left Mr.’ Collinson in his office and Mr. 
_ Hammond was in charge of the work in Toronto. - 
Q.—Did Mr. Hammond not employ men and come to you? 
; A.—No, no. Mr. Hammond fell ill and was ill all summer. Perhaps 
_ that and the Commissioner’s absence may explain some of these things that 
_ have been talked about. 
} Mr. Lannox: Then when did you learn that this same Gordon, while 
- in the employ of the Government was arrested for stealing Victory Bonds, 
_ sentenced to jail for one month, and after he came out was again reemployed ? 
a A.—I never learned that until the other day before this Committee ? 

Q.—And you would not have taken on a man like that? 

A.—WNo, I would not, candidly. 

Q.—Is there any justification for it? 

A.—You have my answer. There may be justification for it in this way. 
So far as the man himself is concerned, it is easy to justify. As a matter 
of discipline you cannot justify it because you must maintain discipline in a 
force like ours, and that is the reason I sent the memorandum to the Commis- 
- sioner of Police when I heard they were giving men a second chance for being 
- drunk I said that a man who gets drunk once, should be fired. A dog is not en- 
titled to two bites. 
: Mr. Frereuson: You will agree that it would not be proper to employ 
men who are open to such grave suspicion as would discredit their evidence ? 
he A.—That is just the point. These men are perfectly good for some em- 
ployment. They are not good for our employment. It is hard enough work 
to enforce this law, and there is no reason in the world for employing any men 
Gn that work with doubtful records. Notwithstanding what has been said you 
ean get good honest men. We have them now, men who have been with us 
“months and yours and who are incorruptible. eh 
Mr. Lennox: So that we may understand each other, it 1s not necessary 
| | men to be engaged 
.~ BRR Ata rst I even (ea so far as to instruct the Department 
that they were not to permit men to go under aliases, that they TEE not 
eountenance anything that savors of subterfuge or inducement. ae zat 
de no inducement of anybody. Let the conviction fail if necessary. 1 nat 18 
no consequence. But let us be square. 
— Q.—When was that instruction issued ? 
A.—What instruction ? 
Q.—That they were not to go under aliases. 
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A.—Hevre is the letter I wrote, February 26, 1921. “I suppose you have ~ 
dismissed Shaw and Meck.” These were aliases. “In this connection it 
occurs to me to inquire why they found it necessary to register at Guelph under 
assumed names. . 

Mr. MacBrive: I think you should have for your own information the 
cases that were heard in Brantford before Magistrate Massie, because the — 
gentlemen there admitted they were travelling under assumed names. 

A.—Well, it is contrary to my instructions. 

Mr. Lennox: When did you learn that reports were being sent in from 
time to time by the McCutcheons. 

A.—You mean in pursuance of his employment by Mr. Hammond. [I am 
not sure that he was employed at all until before these charges were made. I 
knew of McCutcheon having been employed in Guelph because I knew the | 
man’s name was McCutcheon. I instructed this, “I suppose you have dismis-— 
sed Shaw and Meck.” I said in this letter. That was just a few days after 
the occurence. I directed his dismissal. But I knew nothing about him. 

Q.—What position does Mr. Middleton occupy ¢ 

A.—He is solicitor to the Department. 

Q.—You heard what General Elliott said, that he forwardeed these re-— 
ports to the solicitor of the Department ? ; 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Am T to understand that Mr. Middleton, solicitor to the Department — 
never mentioned to you or took up with you any of these reports ? 

A.—He did not. ; 

Q.—He dealt with the matter ? 

A.—He advised the Commissioner of his view. 

Q.—Never consulted you at all? 

A.—Did not consult me at all. This was a matter of house cleaning. The 
Commissioner came to me and said, “I have information that Courrian is” 
not on the square and I want to investigate.” | 

Mr. Harti: With regard to the alias, I-am not quite sure it is bad pract- 
ice for a man to use an alias in much work. : 

Mr. Raney: I am not sure either. ’ 

Mr. Hatt: We expect Mr. Cuddy to be here to assist in this work as a & 
provincial man and I wonder how much work he or any other man would do 
if he registered his right name and his position. I wonder what he would be 
able to do under present conditions with telephones in every bootlegger’s 
house and every hotel bar. | 

Mr. Raney: Mr. Ayearst said, you will recall, betore the committee, ~ 
viving his personal view, that some of my instructions were too rigid. Per- 
haps they are. But I prefer to err on that side. ' 

Mr. Lennox: You made a statement that as a lawyer I should not have — 
divulged what was told to me by my client. Are you serious when you say 
that, in view of the evidence of McCutcheon that he gave evidence to me to be — 
used in the House % 

A.—Well, McCutcheon himself said you double-crossed him. 

Q.—Answer me. 

A.—If McCutcheon’s statement is true; you may deny it, perhaps, that 
you promised not to bring his name up in the House. 
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Q.—In the papers, 

A.—AI} right. 

Q.—But if McCutcheon has sworn that he gave me the information 

knowing it was going to be used in the House w ould you repeat what vou 

said before ? 

5 A.—I don’t want to get into any argument with you on this question. 
TI say broadly that if MeCutcheot s statements as I heard them are true, that 


_ you were not true to your oath as a solicitor of the court, and if you were acting 
as his solicitor. 
Q.—If McCutcheon told the truth when he swore that he knew that I was 
_ going to use his information in the House, would that be divulging any secrets ? 
A.—Here is what McCutcheon swore: 
“How had he let you know to come in on the Monday afternoon ?”— 
_ Answer. “I phoned him to see if he had heard anything any where, He said, 
‘Oh, Mace, T have a list here I would like you to drop in and look over and see 
if you can tell me anything about them?’ Is that true?” 
, “A .—That is true. 
i “(.—List of what ?”’ 
“A list of names, a list of people, and he wanted to know if they had 
worked for the department. Mr. Lennox: After you had said in the House they 
vwere not.” Mr. Raney: “What is your opinion of the manner in which you 
feel you have been treated in connection with the information handed out to 
Col. Lennox?’ Answer, I feel that he used my name for purposes of his own.” 
“Ts that true 2?” 
A.—That is true. 
“Q.—Double crossed you?” Answer, “Double crossed me half a dozen 
times.’ Is that true—not even honor among bootleggers. 
Mr. Frrevson: Well, he said what to my mind was, “I knew he was 
going to use my name but I didn’t know he was going to get it in the news- 
_ papers. 
Mr. Raney: He went further than that. 
Mr. Lennox: Now you have read part of his evidence, why don’t you 
tread the part where he says he knew I was going to use it in the House. 
Mr. Ranzy: This part was called to my attention. 
Mr. Lennox: If he said he knew I got the information from him for 
the purpose of using it in the House, what hen would there be in using it. 
| Mr. Raney: ai don’t want to argue about hypothetical matters. 
Mr. MacBripe: Doesn’t the Attorney General think the House and the 
public are entitled to the information. I ask the Attorney General, in the 
public interest, was not the House and the public of Ontario entitled to that? 
ba Mr. Raney: Here is what he says on page 483: “Q—Then you were 
asked, “You must be pretty well satisfied in your own mind that your name 
Tas been used ?—that is, used by Mr. Lennox in the House. Answer, (OV gad) 
now that my name has been used to my sorrow. I was promised that my name 
would not be used to bring it out, in the newspaper. He was not going to dis- 
cuss all the different things in the House.” 
That is just the previous page to what I have read. 
Mr. Nicxite: Mr. Chairman, I would like a ruling from you as to 
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whether or not this committee is concerned as to whether there was any 
breach of confidence as between Mr. Lennox and McCutcheon. 

Mr. Lennox: We would not be, excepting the Attorney General has 
endeavored to make capital of it, that is all, in his statement. 

Mr. Nicxre: Well, I appreciate that’ point. 

Cuarrman Warson: Unless the committee wishes it, I will rule it out 
of order and we will go on with something else. 

Mr. Lennox: Were you aware that the statements made by me in the 
House with respect to McCutcheon were all taken under oath? 

A.—yYou mean that he had made a stautory declaration 4 | 

Q.—No, that he gave evidence when he was arrested in Guelph. He had 
to give evidence. That was a matter of public notoriety, when he was charged 
with conspiracy to defeat justice. That all came out in his evidence; when 
he was charged with making liquor illicitly that was a matter of public record; 


and the delinquency case also was a matter of public record. Will you tell 


me how in the world any solicitor could be even unfair to a client, let alone 
committing a breach of confidence, when all this was known to the public ? 


Chief Inspector Ayearst ? 


A.—AIl right, I will answer your question. Your first charge; I have it # 


before me in your written statement, deliberate charges, put in the form of @ 
questions 4 7 | 

“Am I right when I say that McCutcheon was charged with aiding and | 
abetting the delinquency of a child 14 years af age, and was bailed out by a 


ml 
- 
f 


9? 


I assume that if McCutcheon told you anything about that he told you — 
he was innocent. Then for you to blazon that abroad as though he were ~ 


guilty— 
Mr. Lennox: I may say that McCutcheon said he was guilty of all of — 
them. - @ 
Mr. Raney: —to blazon abroad this offence on the part of McCutcheon ~ 


was to my mind an intolerable thing to do. 
Mr. Lennox: That was a matter of record of the courts ? 


Mr. Raney: It doesn’t matter. The man was discharged without even — 


being called upon to give any evidence. Then your next charge: 


“Am I right when I say that this same McCutcheon was convicted of as-_ 


saulting a young girl at Guelph ?” 

Mr. Lennox: I admit he told me he was innocent of that. 

Mr. Raney: Yes, he did. Because Mr. Flavelle and Mr. Nicol Jefiry, 
who appeared for the Crown, these men were all convinced that McCutcheon 


was framed in that case and I presume he told you he was innocent. And yet — 


you blazon that to the public as though he were guilty. 
Mr. Nickie: Was he convicted ? 


A.—Yes, certainly. I express no opinion at all, except that the officers 


who knew the man believed that he had been deliberately framed by the boot- 
leggers. 
Mr. Nicxrze: But the fact is he was convicted ? 


¢ 


A.—He was convicted. re 
Mr. Raney: Then your next charge: Ye 


“Am I to be believed when I say that McCutcheon was convicted of con-_ 


By 
. 
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spiracy to debauch justice in paying a Government spotter $200.” 
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I suppose you got the information from McCutcheon himself ? 

Mr. Lennox: I got it from the records of the court. 

Q.—Was it true? Was he convicted 2 

A.—Yes; I think so. 

Q.—By a jury? 

A.—I presume so. 

Mr. Raney: Now then, the next one; (reads) : 

“Am I right when I made the statement that McCutcheon. though charged 
with a serious offence, was paid during April, May and June, notwithstanding- 
ing that he was not in the employ of the Government 2?” 

Well, I do not understand that his evidence supported that; but, at all 
events, whatever the facts were, you got your information from McCutcheon. 

Mr. Lennox: The records show it. 

Mr. Ranzy: Well, notwithstanding; he doesn’t admit he wasn’t employed 


| during these months. 


Mr. Lennox: Was I right when I referred to him as having been con- 
victed for operating an illicit still? 

A.—Why, he is in jail for that. 

Q.—Is there any one of these questions that I asked you that is not a 
matter of public record, and I could have found out and did find out outside of 


~ McCutcheon. 


A.—I don’t know. I suppose that was on public record. 
Mr. Hatt: What the Committee would like to know is, was the Attor- 


ney General conversant with these things? 


Mr. Raney: No. I knew of McCutcheon’s conviction at Guelph. 

Mr. Hatt: Because that is what the charge is, that the Attorney Gen- 
eral was responsible for this, that he knew what was going on. 

Mr. Lennox: Or should have known. 

Mr. Raney: After McCutcheon’s conviction in Guelph, Mr. Jeffrey 
tells me he was in my office and I then gave instructions that he was to be 
dismissed at once. Three or four days afterwards I wrote this note, “I sup- 
pose you have dismissed,” and so forth. I knew nothing more about McCut- 


_ cheon until I heard he was being accused of some offence in the police court. 


Mr. Lennox: Did you know as a matter of fact that he was retained 
by the Department after that ? 

A.—I did not know. . | 

Q.—Now then, coming down to this charge of having these goods shipped 


to British Columbia, did you or did you not at any time have any conference 
_ with Mr. Hales with respect to the liquor that was seized at Rainy River ¢ 


A.—It was mentioned between Mr. Hales and myself. 
Q.—Would this statement be true, which I am reading from your fav- 


: orite paper, The Daily Star, this heading: 


“North York member accuses the Attorney General or his Department 
of offering to release liquor if it were sent to British Columbia instead of the 


United States.” 


A.—No; that was not the charge. 


7 Q.—Is that statement true ? 


A.—No. I don’t think that is true. I don’t think it was put in that way. 
Q.—I athe not asking how it was put. I am reading from The Star. 
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A.—You are reading from the headlines. 

Q.—We will deal with that in a moment. I am going a little further 
with the headlines.—‘North York member accuses Attorney General or his 
Department of offering to release liquor if it were sent to British Columbia — 
insicad of the United States. Unqualifiedly false, says Mr. Raney.” Is that 
true or not ¢ 

A.—I am not going to discuss newspaper headings. 

Mr. Frreuson: I suppose the fact was that Mr. Hales would discuss all 
these negotiations with you 4 

A.---Not all of them, no. He mentioned it to me. 

Mr. Freravson: He would not take the responsibility for a thing like 
that withont the head of the Department ? 

A.—He mentioned the matter to me. There were two different firms 
coneerned, as I understand—as I understand since, at all events. 

Q.—I am speaking of the United Shippers. 

A.-—Well there was another case at Kenora. 

Q.—What had you reference to when you told Mr. Haverson that he had 
had his iast chance ? | 

A.—I knew that Mr. Hales and Mr. Haverson had been discussing the — 
subject and that Mr. Hales had intimated that the proceedings would be drop- — 
ped, that they would be given permission to remove the liquor to some place to 
which it might be legally sent. 

(.—That was one of the places ? 

A.—I don’t know. Very likely it was. British Columbia would be rather 
obvious. 

Mr. Lennox: Mr. Hales’ statement says so. Let me read you this from 
The Star: 

“T realize the responsibility for the statement I have made. If I cannot 
prove it by Mr. Haverson, if I cannot prove it by the owners of the liquor 
when the matter comes before the Public Accounts, that you did make that 
offer, or your department, then I am unworthy to be a member of this House 
and will no longer be a member.” 

Now this is according to The Star. ; 

A.—Well you have not started at the beginning of The Star. Why 
don’t you go back, a little higher up: | 

“Will you believe me when I tell you the Attorney General offered to 
give up that liquor to the men who owned it if they would not take it into the 
‘States; he would let them have it if they would debauch the citizens of British 
Columbia. | 

Mr. Lennox: Now you have read it two or three times. Then, to get 
down to business, and so you cannot crawl out of it— 

Mr. Raney: Now, please, if you want me to answer don’t be offensive. 

Mr. Lennox (reading): “Attorney General Raney: Is the honorable 
member making that statement ? 

“Mr. Lennox: Yes, and you hear me. 

“ApTORNEY GrNERAL Raney: The statement is absolutely false, with- 
out an atom of foundation”—in which you get Government applause. 

Now then,—(veads), “I realize the responsibility for the statement I 
have made. If I cannot prove it by Mr. Haverson when the matter comes be- 


| 
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fore the Public Accourits, that you did make that offer, then | am unworthy to 
be a member of this House and I will no longer be a member.” ) 

Then, “Absolutely false. 

“Will you say you didsnot make that offer? 

“Certainly, 

te Lennox: Will you say it was not made through your Department ? 

A.—I have not the least doubt it was not made through my depart- 
ment. 

“Q.—Have you any doubt of it? 

“A.—Certainly it was not made through my Department.” 

Q.—What was not made through your Department ¢ 

A.—Mr. Haverson told you it was not made. 

Q.—Never mind Mr. Haverson, I am relying on your evidence—(reads) : 

“If I cannot prove when the matter comes before the Public Accounts 
Committee that you did make that offer then I am unworthy to be a member.” 
You have made the statement that what I have said js. false. “Attorney 
General Raney—Absolutely false. 

“Will you say you did not make that offer? 

“Certainly.” 

“Will you say it was not made through your department.” ] 

“I have not the least doubt it was not made through my Department.” 

Mr. Ranzy: (reading) “But will you believe me when I tell you 
that the Attorney General offered to give up that liquor to the men who owned 
ed it if they would not take it into the United States, but would let them have 
it if they would debauch the citizens of British Columbia.” 

Mr. Lennox: Will you say in view of Mr. Haverson’s evidence, in view 
of the statement given by Mr. Hales, in view of you saying to Mr. Haverson, 
you had your last chance, that there is not an atom of truth in it? 

A.—I would prefer to say it was a deliberate and malicious falsification. 

Mr. Fereuson: You say, and everybody undertands you, you did not 


conduct personal negotiations with this company ? 












A.—No. 
Q.—But you knew from Mr. Hales what was going on? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you knew the offer was made? 
A.—I don’t know whether it was an offer. Whether it was suggested 


by Mr. Haverson or by Mr. Hales I am not sure, but something was discussed 
between then and I was content that that arrangement should be carried out. 


Mr. Nickie: Isn’t it just here that the aifference lies between the 


two of them. You admit that you had knowledge that your officers, that your 
officials, had suggested that this liquor might be taken into a district where 
it was not against the law what it should be, but you say that you did not say 
| that it might be taken there for the purpose of “debauching.’ 


AT ¢ as a ga £ » y { ® we 24 
Mr. Raney: Well, I say that the statement as made by Mr. Lenno 


in the House is false. 


Mr. Nickie: If Mr. Lennox meant the House to understand that the 
liquor might be taken into British Columbia to debauch, or for that purpose 
it would be incorrect ¢ 
| Mr. Raney: Certainly. 
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Mr. Nickie: But if Mr. Lennox says you agreed that the liquor might 
be taken into British Columbia and Mr. Lennox says the results would be to — 
debauch British Columbia, then Mr. Lennox would be correct 4 

Mr. Ferauson: That is all there is to it. 

Mr. Raney: I may just say this, we have been trying to eliminate these 
export houses; we find them very difficult. And it would seem to the Depart- 
ment to be a very wise thing if we could have these people, who in this parti- 
cular case had brought their liquor in, or at all events had been established — 
before the Canada Temperance Act was brought into force last year, it seemed — 
to us to be a very desirable thing if they would quit and take their stuff 
away they should be allowed to go. | 

Mr. Hatz: I have a kind of a remembrance that Mr. Haverson gave 
the committee the impression that he was doing the dealing in this matter of 
British Columbia, whether it should go to the States or to British Columbia. ~ 

Mr. Raney: Yes. Yes, he was the man who was standing between the 
Department and the shipper. They wanted permission to smuggle it into the — 
States. | 

Mr. Hatt: Would not the evidence of Mr. Haverson clear up this_ 
better than all this long argument ? 

Mr. Nickie: It is all cleared up. 

Mr. Hatt: Give us his evidence. 

Mr. Ranzy: Here is his evidence: 

“Now give me a straight answer to this, for Mr. Lennox has promised that 
he would resign if his statement was not true. Is it true that you said that — 
the Attorney General would let you have the liquor if you would ship it to de- 
bauch the citizens of British Columbia ? : 

“A.—No, it is not true. 

“Mr. Haverson emphasized the fact that Mr. Raney had never discussed 
the thing with him. Mr. Haverson said the thing would be equally untrue if 
Mr. Hales or the Department were substituted.” : 

Mr. Totmre: Don’t you think you used a pretty strong expression and 
perhaps went a little too far when you said there was not an atom of truth 
in it? 4 
Mr, Ranney: I would have been more correct if I had said it was a de 
liberate falsification. 

Mr. Frercuson: And more correct if you had said you knew of the 
negotiation and knew of the fact. j 
Mr. Raney: I might have stopped to make a full explanation. I did 
not choose to do it in the middle of this. I wanted to get across a denial of a 
malicious and deliberate falsification. I do not accuse Mr. Lennox of deliber- 
ately falsifying things, but somebody had given him the information. a 

Mr. Watson: I think the committee understands this. We are beating 
the air.) 1% | . 

Mr. Lennox: Just one more question. Do you remember in answer 
to a question from me, Mr. Haverson said he could not possibly have said 
what you said was the information you had? : 

A.—I am not concerned about what Mr. Haverson said. cy 





Mr. J. D. Fuavexe called; examined by Hon. Mr. Raney. ~ oy 
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» @.—Mr. Flavelle, you were at the head of the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act in this Province for a number of years? 

A.—Yes Sir. ; 

Q.—Being the chairman of the License Board? 

ow) CS Dir. 

Q.—And your resignation became effective ? 

oe A‘-—On the1st of June last. 

'  .—You were then under the Attorney General; first under the Pro- 


In Secretary and afterwards under the Attorney General, in charee of 





law enforcement of the O.T.A. ? 

me A—Yes' sir. | 

4 @.—I see the Department was transferred from Mr. Nixon to me Dee- 
ember 17, 1920, about a year after this Government came into office? 

> A.—Yes Sir. 

if Q.—Then you held forth until June 1; in the meantime General 
Elliott had been appointed Commissioner and he took charge of the enforce- 
ment of the Ontario Temperance Act. 

' A.—He took charge from the 1st of May. 

»  Q.—Tell me in your own words what was the policy of the Department 
whilst you were at the head of it enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act, with 
Tegard to the employment of men to enforce that Act? 

_  A.—You mean as to the instructions? Mr. Raney’s instructions were 
to my mind almost too severe in some respects. Absolutely not at any time 
was I instructed to take and enforce the Act by employing men who were 
not all right. He went so far as to say if you can smell liquor on a man you 
should not employ him at all, and I pointed out it would be practically im- 
possible to get effective work from otherwise effective men who drank a little 
liquor. He was exceedingly strict about it. 

~ Q.—Then what would you say, speaking about the Attorney General, as 
to the charge that the Attorney General deliberately employed and kept in the 
employ of the Department thugs and criminals in the enforcement of the Act ? 
_ A.—As far as my knowledge goes, absolutely not correct. 

~ Q.—Is there any justification at all for it as far as your knowledge goes? 
_ A.—None whatever. 

_ Mr. Fercuson: What is a thug? 
_ Mr. Raney: You distinguished between your own enforcement and in- 
structions; what was your own attitude? 

_ A.—To employ a man as special officer, otherwise called spotter, to be 
absolutely sure before engaging him, to inquire as to his antecedents, to abso- 
lutely refuse to have any man prosecuting a case who was a convicted criminal ; 
that we would rather lose a case at any time than have any man employed on 
ur regular staff that we were not quite sure of; to countenance nothing con- 
trary to the Act. The only time of any departure from that was in connection 
with -a man who came and gave information to the Board that he could put 
hem on the track of gaining certain information. Now these men were not 
promised any remuneration or any consideration but we told them if they 
ould take and place the Department on the track of evidence that the ahah, 
mild get that they would compensate them according to what they did, but 
M no consideration would be allowed to give evidence. 
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Mr. Frravson: In other words, paid for information. 
Mr. Raney: Did you ever engage men on the basis that if they suc- 


ceeded they would be paid and if they didn’t they would not ? f 
aol O. , 
Q@.—Did you ever employ women ? 

A.-—No. Bir: 


Q.—Now what do you say about the character of the men who were assist-_ 
ing you, working under you, in the enforcement of the Act ? 

A.—As far as we had any knowledge, we had no difficulty in getting 
sufficient in any position. We had no difficulty in getting honest men in the 
ordinary application of the word. But it was a position that a good many men 
would not accept on any consideration, a position that was fraught with a_ 
great deal of temptation, and in the number of prosecutions in the court. We 
were successful in getting good men, although in some, occasionally, we were 
deceived, and the moment it came to our attention he was dismissed. 

Mr. Feravson: Did you ever pay for information if it turned out to be 
untrue ? 

A.—Not to my recollection ¢ 

Mr. Ferevson: You would not pay for it until afterwards. A man 
would get the information and on the basis of that information, the informa- 
tion was laid in police court and if not convicted his story was not true? 

A.—Well, he would not get any pay. 

Q.—A fellow knew he would not get any pay unless there was a con- 
viction @ 

A.—-No, no; there was no promise made for or against. 

Q.—The practice was known, I suppose. You would not promise to pay 
a fellow on the basis of suecess. But if the information turned out of no 
value you did not pay? 

A.—No. 

Q.—If you secured a conviction on it @ i 

A.—Not by his evidence, but by the information given, prosecuted by our 
officers. : 

Q.—A man comes to you and says, “I don’t want to figure in it but I can 
tell you where a bootlegger has ten cases of whiskey.” You seize it and the man 
is fined. Then that man may have been coming to you with the idea of getting 
something and you may pay him? 

A.—He would not appear in the matter. | 

Q.—Then you never used anybody in the witness box who gave you im 
formation of that character ? 

A.—I have no recollection of it. 

@.—Did you know of anybody in the Department who was not an honed 
man ? 0 

A.—No Sir. . } 

Q.—So far as you knew. it 

Mr. Raney: Are there men now with the Department doing this work 
who have been with the Department a number of years? Were ips when you 
left the Department ? a 

A.—Oh, several. i 

Ol tred men ? . 


a 
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Q.—Whom you believe to be incorruptible ? 
A.—Yes; that is essential. 

Q.—Some things have been said here about Mr. Ayearst, Mr. Flavelle. 
was with you, I think, all the while you were chairman ? 
i A.—Yes sir. Absolutely incorruptible, IT shou 
thing brought home to Mr. Ayearst in any way, 
© Q.—Ever have any charge made? 

if A.—Oh, did you ever find a good man who is 
charged. He was charged in connection with that case that occurred in con- 
-hection with Harry Soloman. I told him before the case came off that he had 
been exceedingly indiscreet in borrowing money from his own employe. I be- 
lieve he recognized it. He was told that by Mr. Justice Meredith. But as far 
_as character was concerned he was absolutely free before Mr. Justice Meredith. 
| Mr. Ranzy: That matter was fully investigated ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Then things have been said about Courrian. He was with the De- 
partment when you left? 
| A.—Just a short time. He had been taken on again. I had suspended 
him for being drunk. 
| ().—And he had been with the Department for years ? 

A.—13 years, on and off. 
().—Apart from this occasion when off duty he was indiscreet, what do 

you have to say about him? 
| A.—In the time from the time I came six years ago, I had a great many 
complaints, a great many from men who were with me, some of our own offi- 
@ers. I said, if you can give me any information that will lead to Courrian 
being found guilty I will dismiss him in five minutes, Now the very day be- 
fore I left, T think it was the day, Mr. Courrian was charged with being guilty 
of an offence which was a serious offence, and I brought the man charging him 
light face to face with Courrian in the office, and I cross-examined him, eross- 
xxamined Hammond, and Mr. Mark Heaton. Heaton refused to give any 
estimony, and the construction we have to take is there is no truth in your 
tharge. You can put what construction you like on it but he refused to give it. 
[ asked Hammond, you have been here for a few months. Have you any 
mowledge of any actual fault of Courrian’s in connection with the enforce- 
nent of the Act.—Absolutely none. I said to General Elliott afterwards, I 
tave taken this position that in a position of this kind that there must be 
Wvidence produced in connection with men who are employed other than 
Imours scattered here and there because we were pretty confident that there 
ras a dead set for any man who was successful in prosecuting the Act, and I 
m not prepared to say whether statements about Courrian were correct or 
a¢orrect, but as far as I was concerned he was doing good work. He pakaitie 
omplishing results. There had been a great many charges made eth 
im but absolutely without foundation. Now General Elliott asked me, wha 
bout Courrian. I said, how do you feel about him yourself ? He said, I be- 
eve he is crooked, absolutely crooked. Well, I said, if he is, as far as I ae 
3 he has covered his tracks better than any man I ever knew. I said, 
Mou feel that way then I would say the usefulness of Courrian is done, if the 
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man who employes him is sure he is crooked. 1 would get rid of him, ask him 
to resign, which I believe he did. 
Mr. Lennox: When did you leave, Mr. Flavelle? 
A.—About June 1. I think as an actual fact about June 4, 1921. 
Mr. Ferouson: You were on for a month after General Elliott? 
A.—Yes, but not prosecuting the Act. 
Mr. Lennox: But were you there when these reports were being sent | 
in with respect to Courrian ? : 
A.—Well, if it is after that J was not. 
Mr. Lennox: It would be just before that. | 
Mr. MacBrwr: You were in charge of the Department for six years; 
do I understand you to say that never in that time was a conviction sought upon 
the evidence of a man, who had himself become intoxicated? An officer’ 
A.—You mean if the officer was intoxicated? Not to my knowledge. 
Q.—You mean you would not seek a conviction on that basis ? 
A.—I certainly would not. 
Q.—Was there ever an instance brought to your notice where the spotters _ 
or special officers actually induced a man to break the law? : 
A.—We have had charges of that kind, which were absolutely correct, 
and charges absolutely untrue. | | 
Q.—If I could cite you a case where an officer gives evidence, admits 
drinking with the man and the conviction was registered, would that be pro- 
per in your judgment ? i 
A.—Well, I have no recollection of the case you speak of, but I do not be | 
lieve any man was ever convicted by a man who was absolutely drunk. Ii 
a man is drunk I should say his evidence should not be taken. I thought Mr. 
Raney was too severe when he said if a man drank liquor or you could smell 
liquor off his breath he should not be kept im the employ of the Department. — 
Mr. Crarxe: Your view is he has got to take a drink. 
A.—Yes, but he has got to be mighty careful not to take too much. | 
Mr. MacBriwe: Within the last year is the case I refer to; special offi 
cers admitted under oath they had been drinking considerabty, and upon 
their evidence men were convicted ? 
A.—I would not want to discuss it. of 
Q.—During your six years the Ontario ‘'emperance Act was fairly well - 
enforced ¢ | 
A.—Fairly well enforced; not nearly as well as I would like it to have 


















been. a 
Q.—You realize the law is being broken in the last three years more than 


ever before. r 
A.—I am not here to give my own opinions. I did what I thought was 
best. I did not always give the wisest decision, but to the best of my know 
ledge and ability at the time I judged each individual case on its own merits. 
Mr. Lennox: Do you know an operator by the name of Young, operat: 


ing at Ottawa ? q 
A.—When was he operating? J have no recollection. I don’t think 4 


i 


ever heard the name. I don’t know whether that is the man’s name but we had — 
a man in the Ottawa district that was posing as an officer of the Department 
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ed he never belonged to the Department at all. 
ep at. 





He was playing off his own 


Q.—Do you remember the case 
_ for having a bottle of brandy in his 
A.—I have no recollection, 

_. Q.—Isn’t this particular case the operator who swore he was a 
Pi and he was not? Do you recollect that ? 

| A.—I just know that because you speak of it. 
| partment. 

‘% Q.—He was not in your employ ? 

i A.—He was not in our employ and had nothing to do with us. 

My Mr. Raney: You found sometimes, Mr, Flavelle, that the municipal 
hi Barice employed persons, employed by chiefs of police, who were confused with 
ours ? 

| _  A.—Frequently. I don’t think intentionally, 
_ got a great deal of knocks for municipal officers’ offe 
_ponsible for in any way. 

i Mr. MacBrive: From 
_ operate with the local police ? 
i A.—Absolutely ; absolute, frank, open co-operation. And we had very 
great difficulty in accomplishing it. But that was our instructions. 


of that young man from Quebec arrested 
pocket, in January 1921? 


spotter 


He was not with the De- 





but there is no doubt we 
nees, that we were not res- 


your Department were the instructions to co- 





Mr. Matthew Beckett called, sworn examined by Hon, Mr. Raney: 


— Q.—Mr. Beckett, you are License Inspector for what district ? 
» A.—At present for the County of Grey. 

Q.—How many years have you been license inspector ? 

A.—I am in my 18th year. 

| Q.—So you have had a lot of experience ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Under the old License law and under the O.T.A. ? 
A.—Yes. 


-. Q.—Now do you recall a case against a man named Joynt at Shallow 
‘Lake in which he was fined $500 on the evidence of two men, McCutcheon and 
Henry ? 
| A.—Yes, I remember that. 

That was before Magistrate Creasor ? 

A.—Yes. 

_ Q.—McCutcheon has given evidence here and he has sworn that Henry 
Was not there. He said that Henry framed the case so far as his end of it 
‘was concerned. He said his evidence, as I recall it, was that they had bought 
a bottle of whiskey from Joynt and that he himself had had drinks at a dance, 
and that when the case came up for trial they said J oynt was convicted and 
hat he was guilty of-the furnishing of the drinks to him, McCutcheon, but he 
Was not guilty of selling the bottle to either McCutcheon or Henry. You 
if < A Be tise the case. My recollection is, I think I am correct, that 
Mrevidents given in court was that they bought both drinks and the bottle. 
Now as far as as Henry not being with him at all or not I cannot agree with 


‘hem 2 
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Q.—Why not. 

A.—Well, the reason is this. In the first place Shallow Lake is only 9 
miles from Owen Sound, a place that in former days under the old Ontario 
Liquor License Act I have had a great deal of trouble with. Now I was work- 
ing in Kitchener at. the time McCutcheon and Henry came to Owen Sound and 
when I came home from Kitchener—(that was under Mr. Flavelle) I was in- 
spector for Grey, supervisor of Wellington and Waterloo, and my instruction 
was for to spend my spare time in whatever place I could do most work. I 
came home from Kitchener and my daughter told me there was a couple of 
gentlemen called at the house two or three times looking for me, and she be- 
lieved that they were detectives, and she had told them I’d be home Saturday 
night. And they came to see me Sunday; that was the first I saw of them. 
Mr. Henry described Shallow Lake to me in such a way that he had to be in it 
or he could not have done it. 

Mr. Raney: From his description you say he could not have done it 
unless he was there ? 

A.—Oh no. 

Q.—You knew he must-have been there ? 

A.—Oh, there is no doubt about that. 

Q.—This man was convicted ? 

A.—You couldn’t do anything else on the evidence. 

Q.—Joynt has given evidence before this committee; now what have 
you got to say about Joynt ! | 


A.—Well, what I have got to say is this; I have a record in my pocket | 
where he was convicted four times in the county of Grey under me where I — 


was the complainant. Would not say how often in North Bruce; they are 
both along side of each other, and I used to work in North Bruce a good deal 
too, and I never was a witness against Mr. Joynt in any of the convictions re- 


gistered against him in the County of Grey, to my knowledge, I am sure I was — 


not in three, and I do not think I ever gave evidence against him myself. I 
gave evidence against him once in North Bruce. and I was surprised the day 


we found him drunk, intoxicated over there. I was with the local inspector — 
and he told me to go up and smell him because he will swear he hasn’t had a_ 


drink in six months, and to my surprise he did. 
Mr. Raney: That is what he says. He says he never was guilty of any 
of these offences. And he says you advised him in the case in which he was 


~ 


fined $200 to plead guilty; do you remember that ? a 


A.—I do remember the fact that a citizen of Shallow Lake gave me the 
names of people who had got drunk in Joynt’s hotel and I went out and inter- 
viewed witnesses. In the first place, said, there is two of them; they gave 
me four or five names. I said those fellows will never swear the truth. 

Memsrr: Shallow Lake must be a bad place? 


A.—No; only they are not all angels. But there was one witness I was 


told and assured would absolutely tell the truth and you can rest assured I 
saw he was summoned. Now Mr. Joynt, I was told afterwards, interviewed 


the witnesses and found out where they stood. Ona Saturday night I was sent — 





for to my house for to go down to police office, that I was wanted there, and 


T went down and Mr. Joynt was there and told me not to go to any more — 


nF 





. 


a 
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expense but told me he was going to plead guilty. I forget the man’s name, 
_ but I told him with a witness like that you could not do anything else. 

| Re Mr. Raney: Well that is rather what he said. 

ih: Q.—He swore he never sold liquor at any time? 

4 A.—Well, I don’t believe him. A few weeks before he was fined that 
i last time, that $500 fine, I know I went out there one Saturday night with 
{an officer and I got either six or seven fresh empty whiskey bottles, each one 
had been containing whiskey. 

i Q.—Was he occupying the house at that time? 
a A.—Of course he was, in a way. 
| A.—Had he tenants? 

I A.—Part of the time; and he would run a billiard room Saturday nights 
and sell soft drinks. He only lives half a mile from the hotel. Well, he 
| tne come down to the village at night and open up the hotel and sell soft 
| drinks. 
he Q.—Was he running the place in that way when you found these whiskey 

bottles 2 
il A.—Certainly he was right there when I found them. 

Q.—He was an old offender ? 

A.—No doubt about that. 

Q.—Do you know this fellow Henry ? 

A.—I know very little about him. 
Q.—Ever see him before ? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—He was up there before? 

| A.—I won’t say he was, because we have not had many detectives in 
Grey. 
| Q.—Where did you see him before? 

A.—Well, you see, I have travelled a good deal of the Province. 
Mr. Frercuson: Well, he might have been up there at Joynt’s some other 
time? 

A.—I don’t hardly think so. 

Q.—You would not know? 

A.—Oh, it is possible. 

Q.—Well, McCutcheon might have been telling the truth? 

A.—Well, I can only say McCutcheon said in our parlor and heard 
Henry describe it because I asked him about the different places, because 
shere was two other people there I heard were doing business on the side. 
Mr. Fereuson: He says it was a frame up and they perjured them- 
selves. 
| A.—Well, I cannot believe that statement because I knew the facts at 
. time. There is one thing I will say and that is with two exceptions all the 
etectives ever sent into Grey was sent in direct under instructions. I was 
ield responsible. ; 
. ce of men have they been, the men sent to you to assist 
‘ou? 
~~ A— men. 
Lh ewe ri ease Joynt was convicted of selling by the glass, not of 
iting the bottle that was talked about? 
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A.—Well, I won’t say that. I won’t say how the conviction is. But. 9 
I will say that we have a first class magistrate. Pagid 

Mr. Raney: I am told he is one of the best men in the province ? 

A.—I don’t know anything better and I have met a lot of them. It 
was what we call a blanket case, covering so much time and the drinks and 
the bottle, and all this was given in evidence. Of course there was only 
one thing to do, to make a conviction. Joynt had only himself, and I don’t 
want to be unkind to Mr. Joynt. 

Q.—You had no personal knowledge, just the evidence of these two 
fellows ? 

- §\.—Well, I was perfectly satisfied Joynt was selling liquor. 

Q.—Did you give evidence ? 

A.—No. 

Q,.—Just McCutcheon and Henry? 

A.—That is right. 

Q.—You did not send for them ? 





- A--T don’t know whether I told Mr. Sarvis—you see I would go 
away for three weeks to Kitchener, and I may have told Mr. Sarvis to send 
me a couple of men. 

Q.—You don’t recall? 
A.—I do not. I am not hedging. | 
Q.—The reason that you think Henry was there was that he was able to- 
describe the hotel ? | 
A.—Not only the hotel. I was telling them about two other places 
where I was satisfied—they were private—well, there was one of them private | 
and one was not. I told them I thought so and so was selling. There — 
was another party there I was satisfied was selling as much as the hotel. | 
Q.—That was Joynt ? || 
A,—Joynt was in the hotel, and J mentioned one private party I was \ 
certain was what you call a bootlegger, and the other was not exactly a 
private house. I never convicted the party; I know that. i 
Q.—Did they get either of these two places ¢ 
A.—No, just Joynt. 
Q.—Now if a man were going to put up a plant on somebody what 
would be the first thing he would acquaint himself with. Would not he as a | 
matter of fact first get all the particulars he possibly could with respect to 
the place where he went knowing that they would be the first questions he 
probably would be asked. | | | 
A.—Well, I can only say this, speaking absolutely frank; I have n0 | 
experience along that line, but it looked clear to me. They told me where they | 
got the rig to go out, and what the fellow charged them ? 
Q.—Well, would not that be a very simple thing for McCutcheon to. 
tell Henry ? ; | 
A.—McCutcheon may have told that, of course; T cannot say anything | 
about that. 
Q.—Don’t you know in your experience that a man who goes into the: 
box, a man who would go into the box for the purpose of getting a conviction, 
+f he had never been there, he would be absolutely sure, as far as he could, 
as to the conditions and sitnation 4 | 
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A.—He would have to be there or he could not do it. 
; Q.—You think he could not do it? 
ie A.—Oh no. 
: Q.—He would not have to be there to find out where to get a rig, or 
: to say he paid so much for the bottle, or to give a description of the bar room ? 
& A.—He would have to be there to describe one place he described to me, 
place number two, where I told him JT had reason to believe the man was 
selling whiskey. 
Q.—What was there peculiar about that description he could not have 
obtained from McCutcheon ? 
A.—Well, that is true. 
Q.—Suppose he made notes ? 
A.—That may have been done of course. 
Q.—Would not he in all likelihood be prepared for this kind of questions? 
A.—Of course he may have been; my opinion was he was there. 
Q.—You felt that ? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Lennox: Now I have the evidence here, a certified copy of it; I 
find there is not a word relating to anything but the purchase of a bottle? 
A.—I cannot help that, but the drinks were talked about, 
Mr. Raney: McCutcheon says the same thing, 
Mr. Lennox: I am talking about what the J udge says. 
A.—Mr. Creasor takes it down himself in longhand. 
Mr. Nickie: This is not a stenographic note ? 
A.—No. 
Mr. Lennox: This evidence taken down by Mr. Creasor does not con- 
tain any reference to anything but the purchase of a bottle? 
A.—It might; I would not say. | 
Q.—And that being the case, of course he would be convicted upon that ? 
A.—There was other evidence; that there is the pith and substance of 
_ the evidence; of course he doesn’t pretend to take it all down. 
Mr. Frrevson: He would have to take enough down to support his 
conviction ? 
| A.—That is just what he did. . 
Q.—And if there had been reference to any other purchase but the bottle 
| you would have expected that to have been taken down. 
A.—Well, it would naturally look that way. 
Q.—Now do you remember these officers, at least Henry, swearing that— 
J will just read a short paragraph ; 
| On the 20th of December, we left Owen Sound and went to 
Shallow Lake, and went to the hotel kept by Tommy Joynt. 
@.—Did a young man give evidence at the trial ? 
A.—I don’t think so. 
Q.—What was the reason ? 
| A.—Henry’s statement was and so was McCutcheon’s that they could 
Not get the young fellow’s name. 
_ Mr. Lennox: Well, do you, believe that if they were there for the pur- 
“pose of purchasing liquor if possible that they would get some person to buy 
it and deliver it to them without ascertaining his name at the time? 
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Mr. Warson: You are getting on opinions. 

Mr. Lennox: At all events they did not get his name? 

A.—No, they did not. 

- Q.—And if they had had, and this young fellow had done what thay 
swore he did, that would be very strong evidence against Joynt? | 

. A.——Well, of course if I could have got his name I would have summoned - 
him. ) 
Q.—Oh, I am not blaming you. But I say that would have changed the 
whole matter if the man who actually bought it gave evidence. i 

Mr. MacBrive: I understood you to say you had been down at Kit- 
chener and two men came to your house; you said something about them 
having a letter in which they understood you were to return Saturday night ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Lennox: He wrote his daughter a letter. 

Mr. MacBriwwz: And when you came back they were waiting for you? 

A.—She told them I would be home on the late train Saturday and 
they could see me Saturday night or Sunday. 

Q.—Now you tell about Tommy Joynt being convicted in Bruce for 
being drunk. You suggested to whoever you were with that you could smell 
it off him and he would say he had not had a drink for six years. 

A.—Six months ¢ 

Q.—You have been in the business how long? 

A.—Six or eight maybe ten years. 

Q.—Could you smell him ¢ 

A.—Oh, yes. 

Q.—Was there not some other indications ? 

A.—Why he couldn’t keep on the sidewalk, he was on the road. 

Q.—And yet you had to go and smell him to find out whether he was 
drunk ? 

A.—Well, from what the local inspector told me. I would not have 
done anything of the kind at all only the inspector over there told me. 

Q.—You had evidence enough ? 

A.—That is what I thought myself. I knew he was drunk. He told 
me what I would be up against. 


Inspector Cuaruton called, examined by Mr. Raney. 


Q.—I believe you are now with the Department enforcing the O.T.A.? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you were on the Toronto police force for years ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—And were superannuated ? 
A.—Yes sir. 


Q.—How long have you been with the Department since? 

A.—A year ago last November I went with them. 

Q@.—And you are a regular officer or a special ? 

A.—Regular. 

Q.—Now did you go with officer Jeffrey to Hamilton on August 21, when — 
Mrs. Fryme was arrested ? a 
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A.—Yes sir. , 

Q.—Well,Mr. MacBeth who I think is sergeant at the desk in Hamilton 
police force told the Committee that Inspector Jeffrey and some other officer 
brought that woman to the police station in an automobile, that they had 
dragged her into the police station and he said Jeffrey was intoxicated 2 

A.—I was with Jeffrey from the time he left Toronto until he got 
to Hamilton and I was with him at the house, 38 Cannon Street West, where 
the inmates were arrested, and he went from there I believe to the police 


station. Then we went down to 247 Brant street, where Mrs. Fryer 


lived. When he left 247 Brant street, to go to the police station 
with the prisoner he was just as sober as I am now. No signs of intoxication. 
Officer Smith was with him when he came back from the police station to 
the house I have named, there was not the least sign of intoxication on him. 

Q.—And you were with him all the day? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—In arresting this woman was there some difficulty ? 

A.—There was in this way, that the children were apparently out on 
the street. 

Q.—Her children ? 

A.—Her children; whether she had any or not I don’t know, but she 
asked permission of Jeffrey to go out to bring in her children. He gave her 
permission and instead of apparently chasing for the children she: chased 
up the street yelling like a fiend to arouse the neighbourhood with the result 
that there was a large mob collected in two or three minutes, and then they 
put her in the car and took her to the police station. 

Q.—There was considerable disturbance ? 

A.—There was quite a noise. 

Q.—Did she go willingly to the police station ? 

A.—Not very willingly. 

Q.—Then you say it is not true Jeffrey was intoxicated ? 

A.—He was not intoxicated. 

Q.—Had he been drinking liquor ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge; no sign of it on him. 

Mr. Lennox: You did not go to the police station 

A.—WNo sir, I did not. 

Mr. Ranzy: Something was said about searching, that there was a search 
and Jeffrey took money ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Did you see him search 4 

A.—No. 

Q.—Before he left in the automobile? 

A.—He had not in my presence. 

Mr. Frerauson: What was your experience before you came into the 
Department in this kind of work? . 

A.—Oh I had quite a number of cases in the Police Court for. BLO. TVA: 


in Toronto. 
Q.—You were a policeman in Toronto for thirty years! 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—Why did you quit? You were a former Inspector? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why did you quit? | 

A.—I was instructed to report a constable for theft and I refused to 
do so because the man was not guilty of theft, and I never went into Police 
Court with a case against a man with no foundation. 

Q.—Instructed by somebody to give information ? 

A.—Instructed by the Deputy Chief Constable. 

Q.—Mr. Geddes ? 

A.—No, Archibald. I was instructed to lay information to bring this 
man before the chief constable on a charge of theft, and I refused to do so. 

Q.—And then you were discharged ? 

A.—I was told my resignation would be accepted and they got it. 

~ Q.—Was there any charge against yourself ? 

A.—Not that I am aware of. 

Q.—Were you told? 

A.—No, I was not. 

Q.—Did you get your pension ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—You are getting it now? 
A.—Yes sir. 


| Mx. Lennox: Do you know a man named Martin? Do you know any 
man in the employ of the Government ? 
 - A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—When was was he discharged, or when did he resign ? 
A.—I have no knowledge. 
Q.—MecCoy, do you know him? 
A.—WNo sir. 
Q.—McCarger ? 
A.—I knew McCarger. 
().—When was he let out? 
A.—Oh probably six months ago. 
Q.—Did you know a man named Ingram? 
A.—Yes, I know a man Ingram in Toronto, or did know him. 
Q.—In the employ of the Government ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—Nash 2 
A.—WNo sir. 


Q.—Raymond Phillip? 

A.—TI have seen an Italian of that name. 

Q.—Was he in the employ of the Government? 

A.—I don’t know whether he was or not. 

Q.—He was not in your department ? 

A.—He was around the building, but whether he was an officer or any- 
thing else I don’t know. 

@.—Did you know another Italian, Tony Phillips? 

A.—I knew one fellow named Tony. 

Q.—Was he in the employ of the Government ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Was he around the Department? 
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A.—He was. : 

Q.—Did you know a man named J. O’Leary? 

A.—No, I did not. 

Q.—Did you ever know any of these men to do any work for them? 

A.—I cannot say I do. I know they were on one case but what they 
were doing I cannot tell. 

Q@.—In a general way you know men around the office and who were 
in the employ of the Department ? 

A.—Sometimes there are men around there. 

Q.—You have been there how long? 

A.—Since last February. 

Q.—And you mean to say you don’t know men in the Department 4 

Mr. Raney: There are two departments. 

Mr. Frerevson: And you would not make it your business to know every 
_ man around there. 

A.—I knew some of the men regularly employed, but these outsiders 
employed by Mr. Hammond, or some person else, I did not enquire into 
their business or standing. | 

Mr. Lennox: Did you know Stanley Nash ¢ 

A.—TI did sir. 3 

Q.—Was he employed? 

A.—I believe so. 

Q.—Leon Bellair ? 

A.—No sir. 

Mr. Raney: Either Mr. Sarvis or Mr. Hammond would tell all about 
these men. 

Mr. Fereuson: Yes, but this is a man of thirty years experience and 
working in this Department and he says he doesn’t know anything about it. 
Mr. Hari: He was minding his own business. 

Mr. Lennox: I want to make a suggestion that probably may shorten up 
this investigation, so that we may close it within a day or two. I have here 
certificates of previous convictions which are accepted in a Court of law, 
over signature of the Deputy Clerk of the Police Court, and if these will be 
accepted, if I can file them it will save the time in bringing these men here. 

Mr. Raney: Why certainly, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Lennox: Then with the consent of the Committee I put in these 
certified copies. 

Outside of that and my own testimony there is no reason why this 
should not be wound up on Friday if the Attorney-General is exhausted with 
_ his, or if he will let me know so I may call rebuttal evidence. : 
The Committee then adjourned until 9.30 a.m., Thursday, May 25. 
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


The Committee resumed at 9.30 a.m., Thursday, May 25, 1922, Chair- — 
man Watson presiding. | 


| The Secretary read the minutes of the last meeting, on Tuesday, May 23, t 
1922. | 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Chairman, if nobody else is ready I will call i 
a witness. a : . 


Grant Fielding, sworn. 
Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney: 


Mr. Fielding, you are with the Department ? 

A.—Yes sir. | 

Q.—What is your age? 

A.—Twenty-eight, sir. 

@.—You are a returned man? 

A.—Yeg sir. 

Q.—How long were you overseas? 

A.—Twenty-six months in France. 

Q.—And how long have you been with the Department? 

A.—About fifteen months, sir. i” 
Q.—Steadily ?. ‘e 


A.—Yes sir. 
_ Q.—Are you on salary ? 
A.—Yes sir. 


Q.—What is your salary ? 
A.—One hundred dollars a month, sir. 
Q.—You are a married man? 


A.—Yes sir. 
(.—Children ? 
A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—How many ? 
A.—One, sir. 


Q.—Are you a Provincial Policeman, or what is your employment? 
A.—Special officer. 
Q.—You are a special officer ? 


A.—Yes sir. ; 
Q.—You have been with the Department fifteen months? 
A.—Yes sir, 


_Q.—Now, I understand that this reference is to you, Mr. Fielding— 
there has been evidence to that effect. I quote you from Mr. Lennox’s speech 
in the House. I suppose perhaps you have read it. 

‘When one of the men who represented you, Mr. Attorney- 
General, would go to Collingwood, as Fielding did, and 
there engage an eighteen-year old boy to purchase liquor 
and then have him arrested.” 
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What do you say about that ? 

A.—It is not correct, sir. 

Q.—You say it is not true? 

A.—wNo sir, it is not true. 

Q.—Is there any truth in that? 

A.—No sir, there is not. 

Q.—What were the facts? Did you go to Collingwood ? 

A.—Yes sir, will I give the details? 

Q.— Yes. 

A.—I was sent to Collingwood on the information that there was a man, 
Spencer, known to the local police of Collingwod as a bad character. I 
looked him up and got quite a bit of information from him, and one evening 
we were walking down the street; he called a boy in. I don’t know how old 
the boy was; I did not ask. He said, “Go and get us a crock.” The boy 
went and got a crock, and took us up to where he said he was going in for 
it. We stayed across the street. He went in this house, and I walked 
across the road to see if he came out. He had gone out the back way, and 
he came back on a bicycle with a bottle of whiskey, and he handed it over 
to us, and Spencer was given the money and handed the money to the boy. 

@.—Spencer was the man you were after ? : 

A.—Yes sir; and the boy was brought up on a charge of agent under 
the Act, and I believe Mr. Tudhope or the judge—I am not sure which— 
suggested that the charge be changed on account of the boy’s age, which 
came out at the trial, and he was charged with drunk. 


Q.—With being drunk ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—Had he drunk, to your knowledge? Had he been drinking, to your 
knowledge ? 


A.—He had never been given any liquor from us. Whether he got 
liquor where he got the bottle, I don’t know anything about that. 

Q.—Did you prosecute Spencer ? 

A.—A warrant was issued for him, but he disappeared. 


Q.—He absconded ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—And is still out, I suppose? 
A.—No. 


Q.—He is staying away ? 

A.—TI guess he is. 

Q.—So you got rid of Spencer. Let me repeat the charge to you: 
‘When one of the men who represented you, Mr. Attorney- 
General, would go to Collingwood, as Fielding did, and 
there engage an eighteen-year old boy to purchase liquor 
and then have him arrested.” 

A.—Didn’t have him arrested, sir. 

Q.—You did not have him arrested ? 

A.—He was summoned. te 

| Q.—Then he put the same thing in the form of a question at the close 

of his speech, addressed to me, the Attorney-General: 
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“Will you stand up in your place in the House and deny 
that two of your spotters a 

Was there anyone with you ? 

A.—There was a special officer, Webb. 

Q.—He and you were together ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Was he with you when this boy went across the street and purchased 
the bottle of whiskey ? 

A.—He was, yes. 

Q.— “Will you stand up in your place in the House and deny that two 
of your spotters got a fifteen-year old boy ee 
He has changed the age now; what was the evidence as to the boy’s age? 

A.—I am not sure of the age the boy gave in Court. 

Q.—One place here he says eighteen, and another place fifteen. 

fe fifteen-year old boy to buy two bottles of whiskey.” 
Were there two bottles ¢ 

A.—WNo sir, one. 

Q.—‘“And then made this fifteen-year old boy taste whiskey for the 
first time in his life, at Collingwood.” 

A.—We did not give the boy any whiskey at all. 

Q.—Did you see him take any? 

A.—We did not. 

Q.—Is there any truth in that charge? 

A.—Not a bit of truth in it. 

Q.—Then Mr. Lennox went on in his charge in the House: ‘‘When this 











man Smythe, your other operator, was one who would steal from.the Govern-- 


ment liquor that was seized.” I suppose you do not know anything about that! 

A.-—I don’t know anything about that at all. 

Q.—‘‘When men of that type are in the employ ‘of the Government, I 
think perhaps the better element of the people in the Province will not 
doubt me when I say that the liquor that was seized in the room at Sutton 
was brought there by them.” I think you know something about Sutton, too, 
don’t you ? 

A.—yYes sir; I was present then. 

Q.—Mr. Lennox went on to say, “And I am not sure you knew about it.” 
Tt is here, but another paper reports, “You did not know about it”—mean- 
ing me, the Attorney-General. Now, will you tell the Committee about this 
Sutton affair? In the first place, from whom did you get your instructions ! 

A.—TI received my instructions first from Inspector Sarvis. 

Q.—And three of you, I think, went to North York? 

A.—Well, will I give the details of that, sir? 


Q.—Yes, only this, Mr. Fielding: it may be—I do not know what the © 


fact is—that you had instructions to see certain persons in North York for 
information; did you? 

A.—Yes sir, we did. 

Q.—I want you not to give their names? 

A.—No sir; I won't. 

Q.—Go ahead and tell your story, then? 
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A.—On November 25th, Inspector Sarvis gave me instructions and 
names to go to North York and inquire over some charges that had been laid 
by some people in North York about liquor that would be run during the 
election. I went up the next morning, Saturday, and looked around. 

Q.—Did you go alone? 

A.—Yes sir, with the result of my investigation, I thought that the 
charges were correct and it would be worth while going up. I came back to. 
Toronto, Saturday night, and reported to Inspector Sarvis on Monday morn- 
ing, and he instructed me to go over and see Mr. Greer, Inspector Criminal 
Investigation, Provincial Police. I did so, reported to Inspector Greer and 
gave him the result of my investigations up there, and waited around until 
the first of the month, December. 

@.—Until the first of December 2 

A.—Yes sir. On the first of December, Inspector Greer detailed two men 
to go with me, Provincial Constable Smythe and Provincial Constable Cressy. 

Q.—Who was in command on the squad, or was there any command ? 

A.—Well, there was really no command, sir. Both Cressy and Smythe, 
although they had previous experience on the police, had just entered the 
Provincial Police Service. I was the oldest man, although I was not a sworn 
officer, I could not take command. They were simply acting under my 
instructions, but not directions. 

Q.—The other two men were both Provincial policemen ? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—And you were a special officer ? 
Al—-¥es) sit. 


Q.—And you had been there and knew something ? 
A.—I knew the details of it. 
Q.—So the three of you went up? 


A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—By trolley, I suppose ? 
A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Go ahead ? 


A.—We went to Newmarket, making that our headquarters, although 
we were to operate through North York. On the evening of December 2nd, I 
received the information that there was to be something doing, to use the 
words that were given to me, in Sutton. I went into the hotel and cailed 
out Smythe and Cressy, told them to come with me, gave them no details 
whatsoever. 

Q.—That is, at Newmarket / 

A.—Yes sir; we got into a car and we proceeded to Sutton. I went to 
the hotel first and registered in the hotel and stayed around there, goimg 
in and out between the meeting and the hotel until about midnight. 

Q.—There was a meeting on that night? 

A.—Yes sir; in a hall. 

.—In Sutton ¢ 

ei Ble of the hotel—or the right. About midnight I decided 
that there was some irregularity up there and breach of the Act. I went 
outside and called the other two officers in, and went into the room. In the 


room we found one bottle of whiskey. 
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Q.—Did you speak to the proprietor of the hotel first ? 

A.—We did; we asked the proprietor of tha hotel if he had any 
objection to us going through the hotel. We said we knew there was liquor 
in the house, we would like to search it. He said he had no objection what- 
soever. That was just previous to the time we went upstairs. There was 
Smythe, Cressy and myself spoke to him. He said he didn’t know any- 
thing about it, we could go ahead. We went upstairs to a room I had pre- 
viously noticed a lot of men going in. 

Q.—yYou had a room yourself on the same floor? 

A.—I did, at the head of the stairs, in the front of the house. 

Q.—What happened after that ? 

A.—There was a man looking around the corner of the door of this room 
marked eleven. I pushed the door open and walked in, followed by Smythe 
and Cressy. I walked right through the room to the centre of the men that 
were in the room. There was about eight, and alongside of Mr. Armstrong’s 
foot I noticed: a bottle. | 

Q.—Mr. Armstrong, the then candidate? 

A.—yYes. I reached for the bottle, and Mr. Armstrong also reached 
for the bottle at the same time. His face struck the side of my arm and 
knocked off his glasses. I apologised for knocking off his glasses, and took 
the bottle, looked at the label on it, and passed it to Cressy. 

Q.—It was whiskey ? 

A.—It was a bottle of whiskey. 

A.—It was a bottle of whiskey, yes, sir. I looked around again, and 
right close to the first bottle I found another. I picked that up; it was 
a bottle of port wine. I handed that to Constable Smythe. 

Q.—What was the brand of whiskey ¢ 

A.—I believe it was Chartero; I am not quite positive. I handed the 
second bottle of port wine to 

Q.—Who is the maker of Chartero, do you know? 

A.—I am not acquainted with the brand at all; I had never seen it before. 

Q.—It is Chartero; that is the name of the whiskey anyway ? 

A.—I wouldn’t swear to it. 

Q.—That is the best of your recollection; go on? . 

A.—The second bottle of port wine. I handed that to Constable Smythe— 
I handed the first bottle to Constable Cressy and the second bottle to Con- 
stable Smythe, and they put it in the inside pocket of their overcoat. I con- 
tinued to search around the room, opened a bag that was on the bed, there 
was nothing in there, and looked on the window-sill and various parts of the 
room. There was nothing more in the room, with the exception of a couple of 
small glasses—not water glasses, but glasses usually used for liquor, as I 
understand it. We also seized—Constable Smythe asked the men in the room 
for their names. About that time Colonel Lennox entered the room. He came 
to the door first, and Cressy was holding the door, and Mr. Lennox said— 
passed a few remarks that I did not hear, as I was about the centre of the 
room, and I walked over to see what was wanted, and Mr. Lennox asked what 
was going on. He was told that Provincia] Officers—told to come on in. 
He said this was not a fit place for him to come in. After a few more words 
Constable Cressy allowed him in the room. The situation was explained to 
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him by some of the-men in the room, I couldn’t say who; I did not know all 
their names. Constable Smythe again asked, “Now, Let’s have your names,” 
took out his notebook and pencil. Mr. Lennox up and said, ‘Here, don’t 
yive any of your names. Don’t give those skunks your names. Give them 
Smith, Brown, Jones or anything.” And then he took his seat on the bed and 


_ proceeded to give us what he said was a little cheap law. We paid no atten- 


tion whatsoever for quite a while, until the remarks got very personal. Told 
him his statements were kind of rash. He told us that he wanted to know 
where we came from, what authority we had up in that room. Constable Cressy 
said, “This is a room in a public hotel, and we don’t need any warrant,” as he 
had asked for a warrant. The law, as he understood it, must have a warrant 
to enter any private room, whether a hotel or house. 

Q.—That was Mr. Lennox’s interpretation of the law? 

A.—Yes sir. 

@.—You thought you knew better? 

A.—I knew better myself, and so did Constable Cressy. 

().—That was the cheap law given you ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: You wouldn’t expect much for that price, would you? 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Q.—Could you give us some of what Mr. Len- 
nox said there, the exact language, in connection with it ? 

A.—I will try; it is quite a while ago; I will do the best I can. Mr. 
Lennox also added that if he had ‘been in the room when we entered he would 
have thrown us through the window, and he also suggested the other men were 
not right in their head for not having done so. ee 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—They were not right in the head because they 
had not thrown you out of the window 4 

A.—Yes sir; he said he did not believe that General Elliott had sent 
us up. We said we were from General Elliott’s Department. He said he 
did not believe we were from General Elliott’s Department. He said he 
had helped General Elliott to his place, and he did not think he would send 
us wp to spoil a little party of his friends. Mr. Lennox called us every- 
thing but gentlemen in the room. Nothing was said by us at all. I don’t 
know what reason Mr. Lennox had for doing that. 

Mr. Cunnineuam: Q.—Would you mind telling just what he did call 

ou 2 4 
4 A.—Such things as skunks; he said I was a shrimp. ‘That is about the 
only ones I remember. There were a few more, but I don’t remember. The 
words “Stool-pigeon.” “spotter,” “whiskey hounds,” and “Spracklin’s men,” 


were added. . 
How. Mr. Raney: Q.—Just by way of garnishment, garnishment to 
the shrimps? | 
A.—Well, I was the shrimp; the other two were skunks. 
Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Q.—What was the cheap law that he gave 
you, his advice on legal lines? 
A.—We were not entitled to enter the room without a warrant. — 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I may explain to the Committee that the law is that 


you cannot enter a private house without a warrant. An officer must have 


a warrant before entering a private house, but he may enter a public house 
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without a warrant; any commercial place or hotel, or similar institution 
does not require a warrant. 

Mr. Toitmizr: Q.—Is it a standard hotel ? 

A.— Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—Now, it has been said, Mr. Fielding, and I 
want to put it to you squarely, that one of you three men brought that bottle | 
of whiskey and the bottle of port wine to that room. 

A.—Well, sir, that is absolutely false. Not one of the three men put 
that liquor in the room. Myself, I understand I was accused of doing it; 
they said I had the opportunity of doing it. 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—I only have to say, I did not put the bottle of liquor in the room, 
sir. I would not do anything like that; I don’t believe in that sort of thing. 
Even if [ am employed in a position Mr. Lennox objects to, I am a man. 

Q.—I hope so, Mr. Fielding. Have you ever been asked to do anything 
by the Department that you thought was dishonourable ? 

A.—Why, no, sir; the Department would not ask it; I know that. 

@.—I think it was before Mr. Lennox came in that you told me 
you served twenty-six months in France? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Now, Mr. Lennox may examine the witness, or any 
other member of the Committee may do so. 

Examined by Mr. Lennox: 

Q.—Now, you were at Collingwood ? 

A.—I was, yes sir. 

@.—And this boy you spoke of, do you remember his name? 

A.—It was a Jewish name; I don’t remember. 

(.—Would it be Sheinman ? 

A.—Well, it is something after that style; I could not say. 

Q.—And what age would he be? 

A.—TI couldn’t tell you that; he was about as tall as I am. 

@.—Would he be more than fifteen or sixteen ? ‘ 

A.—Well, I would say so. 

Q.—Did he go and get a crock for you? 

A.—He did, yes. 

Q.—So that so far as the boy buying whiskey is concerned, there is 
co doubt about that, anyway, is there? 

A.—The whiskey was not bought directly for us. 

@.—But I say so far as his buying it ? 

A.—He bought whiskey, yes sir. 

Q.—And he bought it with your knowledge? 

A.—Oh, absolutely. 

Q.—So that you knew in order to get a conviction that this boy was 
buying whiskey ? 

A.—I don’t quite understand that. 

Q.—You wanted to catch him? 

A.—The bootleggers of Collingwood. 

Q.—Which one in this particular case ? 

A.—Well, there was several. 
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Q.—In order tg catch them this boy bought whiskey ? 

A.—This boy knew all the bootleggers in town. -——— 

().—Please answer my questions ¢ 

A.—I am doing the best of my ability. 

@.—I am asking a very simple question; I say in order to catch the 
eggers this boy bought whiskey, to your knowledge? 

A.—Yes sir. 


@.—He may have been fifteen or sixteen years of age so far as you 


know ¢ , 


A.—TI have no knowledge of his age at all; he looked older to me than 


fifteen. 


that 


gave 


Q.—When ever before did you allow a boy to buy whiskey ? 


»A.—Never, I may say. I was only in the position about a month at 


time. 

Q.—And who gave the boy the money to buy it? 
A.—Spencer. 

Q.—Who gave Spencer the money ? 

A.—I did. 


Q.—Now then, is this a fair interpretation of what took place, that you 
Spencer money to a boy to go and buy whiskey for the purpose of 


catching bootleggers ? 


Mr. Curry: Pardon me, but would you put the question again—or we 


might have it read. | 


—Reporter reads: ‘Now then, is this a fair interpretation of 
what took place, that you gave Spencer money to a boy to go 
and buy whiskey for the purpose of catching the bootleggers ?” 

Mr. Curry: You did not put in “to give to the boy.” 

Mr. Lennox: I beg your pardon; I mean to give to the boy. 

Mr. Curry: I thought you did. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.— Now, is that correct ? 

A.—We gave Spencer the money to give to the boy to get liquor, yes. 
Q.—Gave Spencer money to give to the boy to get liquor; and as a 


result of the boy purchasing the liquor did you get a conviction ? 


A.—We did not, sir; the boy would not divulge the name of the mar he 


got the liquor from. 


Q.—Did you know that the boy was arrested for being drunk? 

A.—I know the boy was not arrested for being drunk. 

Q.—You know he was not arrested ? 

A.—Not for being drunk. 

Q.—What was he arrested for ? 

A.—He was arrested on the charge of an agent. 

Q.—Doing what ? 

A.—Agent, that was the charge. 
Mr. Curry: Q.—Do you mean arrested or summoned, because you said 


summoned before ? 


A.—He was summoned—my mistake. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Summoned as what? 

A.—As agent under the Ontario Temperance Act. 
Mr. Curry: As aiding and abetting, I suppose. 
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Mr. Lennox: Q.—So that the boy was arrested. 

A.—Summoned. 

Q.—Summoned, as a result of what he was doing for you! 

A.—What he was doing for the bootleggers of the town. He was an 
agent—spoken of by Spencer as a boy who knew all the bootleggers in the 
town. 

@.—Was he arrested as a result 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He was not arrested at all. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, summoned, then. What difference does it make ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It makes a lot of difference. 

Mr. Lennox: Was he brought to Court ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—As a result of what took place between you, Spencer and himself ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And he was tried in the Juvenile Court, wasn’t he? I say he was 
tried in the Juvenile Court? 

A.—He was tried in the Magistrate’s room; it may be known as the 
Juvenile Court—in camera. 

Q.—Why in camera ? 

A.—On account of the boy’s age. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—He refused to divulge the name of the people 
who had sold the liquor ¢ 

A.—Exactly. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—On account of the boy’s age—the boy who had been 
employed to get liquor, he was tried in camera in the Juvenile Court? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Then how many bottles did the boy buy ? 

A.—One bottle. 

Q.—How much money was given to Spencer to give to the boy ? 

A.—I could not state the exact amount just now; I don’t remember. 

Q.—Have you no idea? 

A.—No, I have not, sir; say around seven or eight dollars. 

().—Seven or eight dollars ? 

A.—That is only from memory; I am not sure. 

Q.—Were you examined in this case ? 

A.—I was, yes. | 

(.—You were examined; what case were you examined in? The ease 
in which Sheinman was arrested ? 

A.—The case in which Sheinman was summoned. 

Q.—Summoned and brought to Court 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—That is the boy’s name, is it? 

A.—As near as I know; something like that. 

Mr. Lennox: Sheinman or Sheinmer. 

Q.—You were summoned to give evidence for the boy or against the boy ? 

A.—I was not summoned at all. 

Q.—Well, a witness ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You appeared as a witness on behalf of the boy or against him? 

A.—Against the boy, sir. 
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().—That is for the purpose of convicting the boy ¢ 
. A.—Well, you may say that, and to find out who the bootlegger was 
who sold the boy the liquor. ‘ 
j Q.—Is that the case? 
A.—Yes, it is the case. 
Q.—For the purpose of convicting the boy who purchased the liquor 
from the money that you gave Spencer? 
} A.—I don’t quite understand. 
Q@.—For the purpose of convicting the boy who got the money that 
you gave to Spencer and that Spencer gave to him? 
A.—I don’t quite understand it yet. 
Q.—AIl right; he purchased the liquor for him? 
A.—For Spencer. 
Q.—Now, I have your evidence here; I am going to read it to you: 
“Q.—Do you know the defendant Harry Shienman ? | 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did you see him in March. 
A.—Yes sir, in Collingwood. 
@.—When did you see him. 
A.—On the 13th day of March.” 
Q.—Is that right ? 
A.—I am not sure of the date . 
“Q.—What took place? A.—He purchased liquor for Mr. West.” 
Q.—Would that be true? 
| A.—That is my evidence, it must be true. 
a Q.—It was not for Spencer, then ? 
A.—Well, the boy was given the money by Spencer. 
Q.—This is what you pledged your oath to? 
A.—Well I will stand by that. 
Q.—Are you going to stick to this? 
A.—Yes sir; I will stick to that. 
Q.—He purchased liquor for Mr. West 
A.—Special officer West. 
Q.—Is that the man who goes under the alias of Webb? 
A.—I don’t know whether that is an alias or not; Webb is his name. 
Q.—He goes under the alias of West, then? 
A.—According to that. 
- Q.—And he was one of the men sent up to assist you in cleaning up 
| Collingwood ? 
A.—Yes sir. Lhe 
Q.—Then if this evidence is true, this boy purchased this liquor for 
your co-operator West ? 
A.— According to the evidence, yes. deen: 
Q.—You don’t pretend to say he told a lie when he gave his evidence? 
A.—Oh no. 
Q.—“Q.—What did you see and just what took place ? 
A.—I saw him take $14.00 for the bottle.” 
 Q.—Would that be true? 
 A—Tf it is on the evidence it is true. I don’t remember. that. 





now, who is Mr. West ? 
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Q.—You said to-day about seven or eight? 

A.—I don’t know the exact amount. 

Q.—“I saw him take $14.00 for the bottle.” Then the bottle is produced 
as Exhibit “A”. ; 

“Q.—What is in this? 

A.—Whiskey.”’ 

Q.—He just got the one bottle? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Novw, listen to this: 

“Q.—I show you another bottle Exhibit “B”. What do you think 
your answer is to that? 

A.—Read it off to me sir. 

Q.—“It is the second bottle that Shienman gave to West.” Is that 
answer true, or the answer you gave this morning ? | | 

A.—If it is on the evidence of the Court it is true. 

Q.—So it just shows you the frailty of human recollection, doesn’t it! 

A.—Probably it does. 

Q.—So that according to the evidence, if this is true not only did you 
get this boy to buy one bottle, but you also got him to buy two? 

A.—If that is the evidence there it must be correct. 

Q.—Tell me what was the reason for spending $14.00 to get him to buy 
two bottles ? 

A.—Well, I don’t remember spending $14.00. 

Q.—But you swore to it? 

A.—Well, if I swore to it it is correct, but I don’t remember. 

Q.—Now, if that is true—and I accept your testimony there—was 
there any reason that you can suggest to the Committee why you should 
spend $14.00 and buy two bottles? 

A.—Stronger evidence. 

Mr. Tortmie: Q.—They were bought at the same time? 

A.—According to the evidence. 

Mr. Leynox: Q.—Let me read you further. Sheinman, who then 
apparently came in—that being your evidence in chief—asks: 

“Q,.—Did I refuse to give you the crock? 

A.—No you did not refuse me, I did not ask you. 

Q.—It was Spencer that balesal you ¢ 

A.—tThe first time, yes. 

Q.—Did I refuse you the second time? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Where did you go with Spencer after you followed Topp and I? 

A.—We went up First Street and stopped at a bridge.” 

Q.—Who is this man Topp? 

A.—Topp was a young boy, a companion of Sheinman’s. 

Q.—He was about fourteen years of age, I am told; is that right? 

A.—I don’t remember his age at all. Can’t tell a man’ s age by looking» 
at him. 

Q.—“Q.—Where did you go with Spencer after you followed Topp and I! 

A.—We went up First Street and stopped at a bridge.” 

Q.—lIs that true? 


i 
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_. A.—That is correct, yes, sir. 

— Q.—“Q.—What did you do after that? 

_  A.—We got the liquor.” | 

~  Q.—What do you mean by that ? 

. A.—The bottle he brought back. 

Ly Q.—That is, this boy brought the bottle back and gave it to you when 

you were at the bridge; is that it? 

: | A.—l went across the road to get it, seen him come back on a bicycle. 
Q.—“Q.—What did you do after that? 

A.—We got the liquor. 

Q.—What did you do after that? 

A.—We took the liquor and went off.”’ 

@.—Is that correct ? 

A.—That is correct. 

Q.—Now. just let me read some more to you. You heard what took 

place in court, of course? 

| A.—Yes. 
Q.—This is Shienman’s evidence: 

“On Sunday Night Topp and I were going up the Street and we 
were stopped by Mr. Fielding and Spencer.” Is that true? 
A.—Spencer—he would say Fielding naturally; I was with him. 

Q.—Now, this man Spencer was a bootlegger ? 
_ A.—No, this man Spencer was just a bad character around town; I 
understood he just came from Burwash. 
— Q.—What were you doing with this bad character? 
|  #A.—That was my information, that he knew all the bootleggers in town. 
| | Q.—And you got next to him so that he might render some assistance ? 





} A.—He did. . 
 Q.—He would get you in touch with some of the men who were selling ? 


| A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—“‘Topp stayed over at Trott’ corner and I was called across the 
‘road by Spencer.”’ Would that be right? 
_ A.—Well, that is the boy’s evidence? 
Q.—Yes; you were there and you heard what he said; is that true? 
A.—He would likely say anything; I quite understand that. I don't 
Temember exactly where the boy stood now; it is over a year ago. 
Q.—“Spencer asked first if I could get him a crock.” Do you remember 
that ? 
| A.—TI remember Spencer asking the boy to get him a crock. 
- Q— TI said no. Then this man Fielding asked him two or three times 
and coaxed him to get it.” Is that true? 
__ A.—Did the boy say that? 
— Q.—Yes? | ; 
_ A.—He might say that; I admit that; but I don’t remember coaxing 
him at all. 
— Q.—Well, the boy swore to it. “Then I nodded to Topp to come across 
the road.” Do you remember him doing that ? 
» A.—No, I don’t. 


+ Q.—*“And I asked him to get one and he said no. The conversation only 
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lasted about two minutes, then Topp and I went up Hurontario Street, Mr, | 
Fielding and Spencer went up Second Street to my knowledge. We were 
followed by West, Fielding, an aviator iand Spencer.” That would be four 
of you; who was the aviator ¢ 

A.—He was a man from the Royal Flying Corps. 

Q.—What was his name? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Did you meet him up there? 

A.—We met him in town; he just joined in with us. 

Q.—“Mr. Fielding caught up with Topp and I and the aviator went with | 
Spencer.” Is that right ? | 

A.—I don’t remember the exact detail of the case; it is over a year ago. 

Q.—“Mr. West produced Senator tobacco”—TI suppose that is a brand | 
of tobaceco—“and handed it to me and then to Topp and then went into the 
lane and produced the bottle and gave Topp and I a drink.” Did you hear 
that ? ; | 

A.—I heard him say that; that was absolutely false. 

Q.—I don’t know whether it is false or not; I am just reading the sworn 
testimony. 

A.—TI am just telling you. | . 

Q.—That is, it was absolutely false that West gave him a drink; is that | 


what you mean ? | | 








A.—Yes sir. | 
Q.—“Then just after that and before the liquor took effect, Fielding | 
said, “Do you know where to get whiskey?’ Do you remember that ? | 
A.—I remember the boy saying that, yes, sir, but that is false. | 
Q.—But the boy swore in court, whether it is true or not, that West | 
gave him whiskey to drink? | 
A.—Yes siry itis dalse. | 
Q.—Do not let us discuss that | 
Hon. Mr. Ransy: Oh, yes. 
Tur Wirness: I just want to make that perfectly clear. | 
Mr. Lennox: Q.—You have said that once and everybody has heard | 


| 





ou. 
A.—Well, I want to make it clear, that is all. | 
Q.—‘“He asked me if my father had any and Topp and I said no.” Do | 
you remember that ? ‘ 
A.—I don’t remember asking him. 
Q.—“Then we walked up the street and the whiskey” referring to the 
whiskey that West had given him—“took effect on me and I do not. know | 
what took place.’ Do you remember that ‘ | 
A.—I remember the boy saying he was drunk, that we gave him the» 
whiskey and he was drunk. That is the general outline, what the boy said— ' 
he would say anything. | 
Q.—Now let me understand this; in order for you to get a conviction 
you had to use that boy’s evidence, didn’t you? Otherwise there would | 
be no use getting him ? | 
A.—If the boy had divulged the name of the man who sold the liquor | 
it would not have been necessary: : | 


— 
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x Q.—Did you intend to use that boy as a witness ? 

A.—If he had given the name, if the boy had given the name—— 

q Q.—Then would you have expected this boy who was lying, as you say, 
would you have expected the Court to believe the name of the man? Suppos- 
ing he said, “I got it for John Smith,” would you have expected the magi- 

_ strate to convict on that, if John Smith said the boy never got it at all? 

A.—That would be left to my superior officers ; that is not my duty at all. 

Q.—But you would have done this: this boy whose evidence cannot be 
believed, you would have laid information against the man that this boy said 
he bought the liquor from, wouldn’t you? 

A.—WNo sir. | 

Q.—Well, what did you send him for? 

A.—That would have been turned over to my superior officers, who would 
use their own 

Q.—What was your object, then, in sending the boy to buy liquor? 

A.—To see if the boy knew the place, to see if the boy would eventually 
give the names away. 2 
Q.—Then if he had, I suppose—doing your duty—the men from whom 
the boy said he purchased would have been summoned ? 

A.—I suppose he would have, yes, if he sold liquor contrary to the law. 
@.—And that would depend, of course, entirely upon the evidence of 
the boy, so far as those bottles were concerned ? 

A.—That part of the business I don’t understand at all. 

Q.—Now, let me read a little further. 

A.—Pardon me, sir; does it say West gave him the tobacco? 

Q.—“Mr. West produced Senator tobacco and handed it to me.” 

A.—I distinctly remember the boy accusing me of giving him the tobacco 
with the intention of trying to make him smoke. 

Q.—This is the evidence in court. | 

A.—May have got it twisted in the names. 

_ Q—Now, let me read a little further, because I am very much interested 

in this case. if 
~ Q.—“Do you remember getting the bottle from anyone for Mr. West ” 

This is by Mr. Tudhope, who is acting 

A.—In both cases. 

Q.—For the Crown, or 

A.—The boy’s lawyer failed to show up; this is a man acting for both 
_ prosecutor and defendant. 

Q.—“‘A.—No. 

La “Q.—Do you remember giving this bottle to West? 

| A.—No.” ‘There is no use in my reading it all; I just want to get down 

to what is important. 

| “Q.—It was Topp that gave you the liquor. 

| A.—No, Mr. Fielding he gave me two or three.” Do you remember 

him swearing that? 

A.—A little beforg that, where West gave him the liquor—you see the 

difference in the evidence. | ; ate 

‘a Q.—I am not discussing it; I am asking you if you swear, do you 

Temember hearing that ?_ 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: Will you read the extract again. 

Mr. Lennox: “Q.—It was Topp that gave you the liquor. 

“A —No, Mr. Fielding he gave me two or three.” 

Tue Witness: That is a lie, false. 

Q.—But he did swear that ? 

A.—He may swear it. 

Q.—‘‘Who was present ? 

A.—Topp. 

“Q.—Where is Topp? 

A.—He is in the Court Room. 

“@.—And the three of you were there? . 
A.—Yes. 4 


‘“Q.—You were in the lane of First Street? 
A.—Yes. 


“Q.—Do you know what time this was? 

A.—It was just after dark as far as I can remember. 

“Q.—Where was the other man West at the time? 

A.—He came down the street with Spencer and the aviator. 

“Q.—How far were you away from them 4 

A.—About five minutes’ walk away. 

“Q.—Where did Fielding have this liquor ? | 

A.—In his right hand hip pocket.” Do you remember that : 

A.—I remember I didn’t have it in my right hand pocket. 

Q.—But do you remember that? 

A.—The boy may have said that; I tell you 

Q.—“Q.—What kind of a bottle was it in 4 

“A.—Tt was in a dark bottle.” Do you recall that? 

A.—No, I do not. 

Q.—“Q.—You just took it to your mouth and drank ? | 

“A —Yes, I asked him what kind of stuff it was’—this is referring 
to you-——“‘and he said just light stuff.” 

“Q.—You did not want to drink swamp whiskey ? 

A.—I never drank whiskey only when I was sick. 

“Q.—You are a Hebrew? 





A.—Yes. 
“Q.—Did Topp have a drink? 
A .—No. 


“Q.—You had another drink ? 

A.—When he gave it to me.” That is referring to you. 
“Q.—You kept the bottle for some time ? 

A.—About a minute and a half. 

“Q.—You helped yourself ? 


A.— Yes. 
“Q.—You took a sip? 
A.— Yes. 


“Q.—Did it make you choke? 

A.—No, it made my throat sore.” Do you remember that ? 
A.—I remember the boy saying that, sir. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—You say that is all false? 


: 
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A.—It is all false,"yes. May I speak now ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Yes, go on. 

Mr. Lennox: Certainly. 
| Tur Wirness: When the evidence came out, both this young lad Topp 
and Sheinman each contradicted each other; half the time they were talking 


_ they contradicted each other. Tudhope the lawyer remarked on that. 


TS 


| 


i 
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_. Mr. Lennox: Q.—He was a boy, I understand, that could be used by 


.° O.T.A., officers, but what he swore was absolutely false, nobody believed 
it ¢ 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That is not a fair comment, because he was not used 
by the officers at all; he was not called to convict anybody. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, the public will judge. 

Q.—Now, let me read you further. This is the boy Topp, who I under- 
stand is younger than Sheinnman. ‘The first question is by Mr. Tudhope: 
“Q.—Do you know this boy Shiennman ? 

A.—Yes. 
“Q.—Were you with him one night in March on the street in Collingwood 


when he was talking to some strange men ? 


“A.—Yes 

“Q.—Will you look at the men and see if you can remember them as the 
men Shiennman was talking to. (Points finger at Fielding).” Do you 
remember that? 
A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—“We walked down the main street and this man (F ielding) gave me 


4 package of tobacco and Fielding gave Shiennman a couple of drinks.” Do 


you remember that ? 
A.—That came out the same. In each case they accused a different 
man. First it was West gave the tobacco, then it was me gave the tobacco. 
Hon. Mr. Ranny: Well, was there any ‘truth in the statement 
A.—None at all. I did give Sheinnman a package of tobacco. Spencer 





Save it to me; I didn’t smoke, and I gave it to Sheinnman. 


Mr. Lewnox: “Walked down the main street and this man (Fielding) 


Save me a package of tobacco.” Is that correct? 


A.—TI did not; I gave the package to Sheinnman. 

Q.—What did you do that for? 

A.—Because I did not smoke. 

Q.—Was there any reason for giving it to him? 

A.—No,. reason in the world, just to get rid of it. 

Q.—Just to get rid of it? 

A.—Yes; Spencer had given it to me. 

Q.—What did Spencer give it to you for, if you don’t smoke ? 
A.—Because Spencer had two or three packages in his pocket; he had 


‘evidently got them from the store there that his father had in Collingwood. 


Q.—“We walked down the main street and this man (Fielding) gave 
me a package of tobacco.” That is correct? 
A.—That is correct. 
Q.—“‘And Fielding gave Sheinnma 
A.—Excuse me; did you say I gave it to Topp or Sheinnman ? 
Q.—This says to Topp. 


>? 
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A.—Well, I didn’t give it to Topp; I gave it to Sheinnman. 

Q.—‘“‘And Fielding gave Sheinnman a couple of drinks.” 

A.—That is false. 

Q.—Apparently what both these boys swore was false ¢ 

A.—Absolutely it was. The boys would swear anything they could 
get away with. | 

Q.—Now, make them as bad as you can, because it helps me all the more. 
“He asked him if he wanted any. Sheinnman took it after he took it out 
of his pocket”—that is you—‘“and handed it to Sheinnman. I am not 
sure whether he took it out from. He opened it”—that is, Fielding—“and | 
gave Sheinnman a couple of drinks.” Now, that is not true, of course 

A.—No, certainly not. 

Q.—Oh, no. Reading further: | 

“Q.—What did Sheinman do with the bottle after he took the drinks? 

A.—He gave it back to Fielding.” Is that true? | 

A.—Not—I didn’t give the bottle in the first place—I didn’t give the 
boy the bottle or give the boy a drink. : 

Q.—“Q.—What did Fielding do? 

A.—Fielding took a drink and then gave it back to Sheinnman. 

“Q.—What kind of a bottle was it? 

A.—It was a round bottle. 

“Q.—Was it something like the bottles—Exhibits A & B? 


“A.—Yes. 
“Q.—It was light enough to see? 
A.—Yes.” | 


Then, asked about the money: 

“Q.—Did you see Wes hand any money to Sheinnman? 

“A.—Yes.” 

“Q.—Do you remember him swearing that? 

“A.—No, I don’t remember that at all. 

“Q.—How much money did he hand to Sheinnman ? 

“A.—I do not know. 

“Q.—Was it bills? 

“A.—No silver. 

“Q.—Did Sheinnman leave you? 

“A.—No. 

“Q.—What time did you see West give Sheinnman the money 4 

“A.—It was after they were in the lane. 

“Q.—Sheinnman got the money from West 4 

“A.—He got money and then left. 

“Q.—What did he bring back ? 

“A.—TI could not tell. 

“Q.—Did you see the parcel ? : 

“A.—No. 

“Q.—Did you go with him after he came back?” Apparently he does 
not answer that. 

“Q.—How long after that was the drinks taken ? 

“A.—Some time after. 

“(.—Did you take any of this whiskey ¢ 
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“A.—No.” . 

Q.—Is that right ? 

A.—I don’t remember that evidence at all. 

“Q.—Was there anything the matter with Sheinnman- 

“A .—Yes. 

“Q.—What was the matter with him ? 

““A.—He was kind of drunk,” 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Mr, Chairman, I wonder if the Committee is in- 
terested in the evidence which these two boys gave, when this witness says 
he does not remember anything about it, and when he says what he does re- 
member is false? If the Committee is interested, I am not interested, and T 

think it is a waste of time. 

Mr, Lewnox: When you say it is a waste of time I think I am making 
magnificent headway. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what 
it has to do with this case, because we have not got the witness here to whom 
Mr. Lennox is referring, and we have on the other hand the man objecting to 

_ the evidence, saying it is false. I do not think the time of the Committee 
should be taken up with this. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, I do not expect you to know. 

Tue Cuarrman: He is through with it, anyway, I think. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes. 

Q.—Now, what do you say he was charged with? 

A.—As near as I can remember he was charged with being an agent 
against the O.T.A. I don’t know the exact wording of the charge. 

Q.—Let me read you the information; perhaps Mr. Johnston may ap- 
preciate this, in view of what you have sworn. 

“Information sworn on the 16th day of March—” 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Is that the information ? 

Mr. Lennox: It is a copy of it. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Well, who knows it is a copy? 

Mr. Lennox: Well, I am saying so. 

Hon. Mr, Ranxy: I see, 

Mr. Lennox: So that there may not be any mistake— 

| Mr. Jounsron: Why not leave that till you go in the box, Mr. Lennox, 
and swear to it then, put it in as evidence then ? 

| Mr. Lennox: I wish you would not interrupt, because anything you 
Say does not enlighten anybody. | a 

FY “Information sworn by John R. Reed, 16th day of March 1921.” 
Q.—Who is Mr. Reed, do you know? 


‘A.—He is the License Inspector for the district. 

Q.—‘‘Says he is informed and believes Harry Sheinnman on the 3rd 
“day of March”—that is the day that you were there, isn’t it ?—Yes—“was 
: in an intoxicated condition in a public place,” and he was fined $20, costs 
$4.10, making a total of $24.10 for being drunk in a public place, the day 
you were there? ; 

A.—We did not lay any information against the boy for being drunk. 
Q.—You did not, but Reed did? 
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Hon. Mr. Ranney: Let the witness explain that; he has already ex- 
plained that. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): He has already explained that in the state- 
ment. 

Mr. Lennox You may ask questions, Mr. Johnston, but I wish you 
would not interrupt, because I am cross-examining this witness. 

Tur Witness: May I explain this? 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, go ahead: 

“A.—The boy was—the charge was reduced to drunk on account of the 
boy’s age. The magistrate or Mr. Tudhope suggested that. The boy was not — 
drunk, 

Q.—But he was found guilty of being drunk? 

A.—The charge was reduced to that. 

Q.—Do you mean to tell me, Fielding, that you were sitting in the court 
and you gave evidence, and you do not know whether that boy was found 
guilty or not? 

A.—The boy was found guilty, but the charge was reduced. 

Q.—Do you mean to sit there, on your oath, and say that you do not know 
that boy was found guilty of being drunk ¢ 

A.—Well, it was a kind of complicated thing, as far as I understand; — 
the boy was charged as an agent and to reduce the charge it was made drunk. 

Q.—On account of his age @ 

A.—On account of his age. 

Q.—And he was convicted of the reduced charge ? 

A.—He was fined on the reduced charge. 

Q.—Well, he could not be fined if he were not convicted 2 

A.—Well, I don’t understand the way it was done. Mr. Tudhope, I 
believe— 

Q.—Anyway, he was fined on the reduced charge ? 

A.—That doesn’t make the thing absolutely clear. 

Mr. Hatz: Mr. Chairman, isn’t this a case for the Clerk of the Court, 
or something of that kind, to tell the information ? 

How. Mr. Raney: It is perfectly clear. The boy was summoned for 
the purpose of getting the information as to who the bootleggers were. He 
would not give the information. If he had given the information the charge 
would not have been pressed against him. Then when he would not give the 
information, even then they did not insist on pressing the charge against 
him as they might have done, but they reduced the charge to one of drunken- 
ness, and for being drunk he was fined $20. 

Mr. Hatt: What I am objecting tois that the time of this Committee is 
being wasted on a matter of which the witness says he knows nothing. 

Mr. Lennox: I must apologise, but this witness is going to be here a 
little time yet. I like this witness; I think he is telling the truth. 

Q.—Now, coming down to North York, the Sutton raid; you say that 
Mr. Smythe and Mr. Oressy were with you? 

A.—Provincial Constable Smythe and Cressy. 

Q.—And who else went with you ! 

A.—Nobody else; to Sutton ? 

Q.—Yes ? 


\ 
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K A.—There may have been somebody went to Sutton. 
:.. ee want to know whether there was, not whether there may have 
en ? 
‘ A.—I am sorry, I cannot divulge. 
Q.—Why ? 
A.—Because it may lead up to giving away the names— 
Q.—No, I promise you I won’t ask that question. 
A.—TI can’t give the names. 
‘ Q.—Do you mean to tell me that you refuse to give the name of the man 
that went with you to Sutton ? 
| A.—I said Constable Cressy and Constable Smythe and myself and the 
driver of the car. 
é Q.—And anybody else? 
A.—If there was anybody else I can’t say. 
Q.—You can’t say ? 
A.—No sir; it would be giving away the information. 
Q.—Giving away what information ? 
A.—Well, it would be giving away where we got the information from. 
" Q.—Then am I to understand that the man that went with you gave the 
information ? 
_  A.—There was nobody left Newmarket with us; we picked him up on 
| the road. 
Q.—It might be near Keswick where you picked him up; but I want to 
get this on record. Do you refuse to tell the name of the man who went with 
you and the officers into Sutton ? 
_ <A.—According to Section 64, I could not tell that; I would be dis- 
charged, as near as I can understand it. 
Q.—The man that went with you? 
~ A.—It would be giving away information. The man was not an officer; 
therefore he must have been giving us information. 
lf Q.—I am asking you the name of the man who went with you! 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: Perhaps I can help, Mr. Chairman. Of course, this 
Committee will determine this question, and if the Committee says that the 
Witness must divulge this information it will be given. It is a rule of our 
Department not to disclose the names of persons who bring information to 
the Department. Suppose a man comes to the Department and say, “I have 
certain information to convey to you that will lead to a conviction of certain 
persons for an offence; I do not desire that my name should be used;” it is 
‘an invariable practice that the man is assured, “Your name will not be men- 
tioned.” He cuts no figure at all in the matter beyond conveying the informa- 
tion. He is not brought into court, and the name 1s not disclosed. For the 
o give the name of the man who came to my office and 
told me that liquor was going to be run into North York for election purposes. 
All I did was receive the information and pass it on to General Elliott for 
action by the Department. It would be a very serious interference with the 
anforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act if it became known that people 
sould not give us information without being protected. 
Mr. Curry: Mr. Chairman, in connection with that, during the time 
hat I was Orown Prosecutor in the City of Toronto the question came up, 






















same reason I refused t 
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while Mr. Slemin was in the witness-box; it was demanded of him that he 
divulge the name of a party who gave him certain information. 

Mr. Lennox: That is not the case here. There is no evidence that this 
man gave any information. 

Mr. Curry: From whom he had got the information. It was pressed 
by counsel; I resisted, and the magistrate refused to order it. It went to 
the Court of Appeal. The Court of Appeal held—so that it is not a matter 
that has not. come up for decision before—that no officer charged with the 
enforcement of the law could be compelled to give the name of anybody who | 
gave him information. | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That really is embodied in the Act. 

Mr. Curry: That is the law, anyway. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: Section 65 of the Ontario Temperance Act: (Reads ~ 
Section 65, O.T.A.). It is right in the Statute itself. 

Mr. McCrea: Isn’t this the situation, Mr. Chairman ?—the rule which | 
the Attorney General has just quoted is the rule which prevails in the courts | 
in the carrying out of the Ontario Temperance Act, but here the witness is | 
being examined before the High Court of Parliament, or a Committee of the 
Parliament, and the case is one which is a cause celebre in this Province, as 
to the merits and demerits of the Sutton raid. Here is a question asked of a) 
chief witness who knows the people, who went with him and the officers to} 
Sutton the night of the raid, and he is asked by the principal party interested, | 
and this is a case which is of very great interest to the public, and altogether 
different from the ordinary court case, where the rule obtains as quoted by 
the Attorney-General. Surely we ought to be able to have the names of the’ 
people who went with him on that raid. There is nothing yet as to who 
eave the information, as far as that point is concerned, but I do not think, ’ 
before a Committee such as this is, there should be any attempt to hold bade 
the names of the whole party that went to Sutton the night of that raid to 
enforce the Ontario Temperance Act. 
Tur CuarrMan: The names will not be given unless the Committee 
wishes it. 

Mr. McCrea: Then I move that the question be answered. | 

Mr. Hart: Mr. Chairman, I feel that the general public are not nearly 
so inquisitive to know the names of these informers, the people who give the 
information, as has been intimated by my honourable friend. | 

Mr. Lennox: But nobody has ever suggested that the man whose name Z| 
am asking gave the information. 

Mr. Hatt: The witness says so. 

Mr. Lennox: He has not. 

Mr. Hatz: Says he would not give the particulars of who gave the mb 
formation. I think he is quite justified. 

Mr. Lennox: He has not done such a thing. 

Mr. Hatt: The name of an informer who has given information that 
the law has been broken— 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Or of anybody who gives voluntary assistance. I may 
say to the Committee that I do not know who the person is that Mr. Fielding 
refers to. It is the first I have heard of anybody picked up to give them 
assistance. However, if anybody volunteers assistance to officers of this Gow 
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mment, and it is not desired that his name be disclosed, his name will not 
e disclosed unless I am required to do so by an order of the Parliament or 
f a Committee of this kind. 

Me Harr: 1 cannot understand how we are to enforce any law under 
lose conditions. If the people who know the facts and who give the informa- 
m to the people in charge of the enforcement of the law are to have their 
games bandied through the country and in the papers, how are we ever going 
> get information? 

_ Me. Jonnston (Simcoe): I agree with Mr. Hall. Mr. Chairman. Mr. 
ficCrea puts it very nicely, but Mr. Lennox, if I understand his original 
mestion, has now changed it. The answer to his question as he now puts 
& would answer his original question, because he would know that the man 
rho went with Mr. Fielding and the other officers would be the man that 
gave the information. I am assuming that Mr. Lennox is changing his ques- 
ion. I think it would be very improper to divulge the name of the man. 
Te CHarrman: Let us get on with the investigation. There is no 
sconder to the motion. 

Mr. Lennox: I second it. 

Mr. Tore: Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this information, if it 
s desired, ought to be given, and I will tell you why—because information 
s to an officer is one thing, but going with an officer to participate in a raid 
a scene or anything of that kind is an entirely different thing. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: This man did not participate in it. 

Mr. Totame: Well, I don’t know; he went with them. That is an en- 
irely different thing. I might go and get information, and say, “I suspect 
jo-and-so, but I do not wish my name mentioned.” But if I entered into a 
ransaction, got in the rig and went with them, and so on, then it seems I 
acome a guast officer. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Well, that will never happen, Mr. Tolmie: you never 
Ve any assistance. | 

Mr. Lennox: That is an insult, a gratuitous insult. 

Mr. Totane: I am going to ask the Chairman to ask the Attorney-Gen- 
to withdraw that statement. He knows it is not true. I am sorry to 
ave to put it in that way. 

Hox. Mr. Raney: Let both statements stand. 

Mr. Totmre: No, sir; I will not. You will withdraw that statement. 
proved, I think, in the House that when you made that statement before it 
s not correct. 

Hox. Mr. Raney: You proved by words, yes—your own words. 

Mr. Tore: If the Attorney-General refuses to withdraw it, I can 
ine men down here—not one, but two or three—who went with me to the 
torney-General’s office in connection with this very matter. — 

Rite. Mr. Raney: The Committee knows how Mr. Tolmie has lined up 
every instance before this Committee, and the Committee will draw its 
r ogienaeame I object to that. The Attorney-General. does not know 
> I have lined up, and nobody else knows how I have lined ks : have 
questions when I thought they were pertinent, and I thi hs St 
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right to ask them. J am going to ask that the Attorney-General withdraw 
that statement. ; 

Tur Cwarrman: What statement do you want withdrawn ! | 

Mr. Tormre: That I have lined up with the other side, and that I have 
given no assistance. 

Mr. Lennox: Worse than that, it was. 

Mr. Totmie: The question is there. I want a withdrawal of that 
statement. 

Tur OwarrMan: It is a question of fact; you simply deny it. 

Mr. Tormre: No, it is not a question of fact. The Attorney-General | 
is not going to come here and put words in my mouth, put me in a false posi- 
tion, just to carry out his own ideas. | 

Tur Cuarrman: I will not rule on it. Appeal to the Committee. } 

Mr. Curry: If you will let me have the floor for a minute, I would Liked 
to speak to your suggestion. | 

Mr. Tormie: Surely. } 

Mr. Curry: Mr. Chairman, I do think that we can get along much | 
faster if there is no imputation against anybody in regard to their attitude | 
respect to the affairs before this Committee. I am frequently accused—I do 
not pay any attention to it—of being the donkey-engine of the Attorney-Gen- | 
eral, and being desirous and anxious to do everything that the Attorney-Gen- | 
eral wants me to do. It has been my good fortune in regard to the cnforelll 
ment of the Ontario Temperance Act to think as the Attorney-General thinks. | 
Now, if it is the honourable member from Windsor’s ill fortune, if I may 
put it so, not to think just as the Attorney-General thinks, I do not think we | 
ought to have any imputations upon anybody’s attitude or viewpoint in con-_ 
nection with this matter. I think we will get along much better and much) 
faster if we look at it that way. We have all been here, we are all able to. 
use our own judgment, and it is better, if we have any judgment in matters | 
of that kind, that the judgment be our own, and not false. IT would suggest | 
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that both expressions be withdrawn—first the expression by the Attorney | 
General, that the honourable member from Windsor would not give us any 
help, and second the honourable member from Windsor’s reply to that. 1) 
would suggest that both be withdrawn, and that we get on with the business | 
of the Committee. | 

Hox. Mr. Ranny: Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to concede that | 
my remark was in any sense unparliamentary, because a man may justify) 
his attitude on either side without any reflection on his character; but if Hi 
have said anything that Mr. Tolmie objects to I am prepared to take his” 
statement of his attitude, to accept it for the purposes of this inquiry. 

Mr. McCrea: This is my motion, then, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tote: It is withdrawn, then ‘ 

Ture Cuatrman: Yes, it is withdrawn. : | 

Mr. Curry: Mr. Chairman, before the motion is put I would just like) 
to say to the Committee that it is a very easy way to obtain information where 
an answer is desired to such a question as this, to put that question in another 
way, and simply say, “Who was with you at such and such a time, or such | 
and such a place, just prior to the raid?’ “Whom were you talking to at’ 
such and such a place?” “Who went with you?’ If you get that informa-- 
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. tion you are getting in a round-about way the information as to who gave the 
information to the officer which led to the action of the officer, which may have 
assisted in the obtaining of a conviction, or which might possibly have led to 
a conviction. I think the Committee would be ill-advised if they supported 
that resolution. 

| Mr. Hatz: But, Mr. Chairman, that is not changing the ground on 
_ which we are speaking at all. That will point out the man who gave the in- 
_ formation just as plainly as though he gave the name. 


# Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Mr. Curry agrees with you. 
. Mr. Haru: I think this, that without stating whether— 
Mr. Corry: It is only trying to get it by a side-wind. 


a Mr. Haru: Mr. Chairman, without declaring myself in any other way 
_ than as a law-abiding citizen, the people of this country have demanded that 
a certain law be passed. The law was passed and became the law of the coun- 
_ try; it is on our statute books. Now it is up to every law-abiding citizen to 
_ enforce that law until the people demand that it shall be changed. There is 
| where I stand to-day, to enforce the law as we have it, with all the rigour of 
| the law, until such time as the people want it changed, and I think that is 
| the only object that any member in this House or this Committee should have 
in view. 
a Mr. Tormie: In regard to that, I largely agree with Mr. Hall. The 
law is there, and I believe in the enforcement of the law, but I do not believe 
| in the enforcement of the law by characters that are not to be desired, not 
| decent and proper characters, and I have reason to believe that characters of 
) that kind have been used in connection with my own neighbourhood. I have 
_ reference now to the Hallam Brothers, specially. This investigation, as I 
understand it, is to find out whether that is a general practice or whether it 
+ is not. I hope the Department, will be able to show that it is nothing of the 
, kind, because while we want the law enforced, we want it enforced by decent 
citizens, and I think this man is one of them, for that matter. However, it 
seems to me that the whole point under this motion turns on this: will giving 
an answer to this question really be giving information as to who the informer 
is? If it does, then of course I do not think it ought to be pressed, but if 
on the other hand it does not, then I think it is a legitimate question. 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: It makes no difference, Mr. Chairman, whether this 
- evidence would point toward the informer or not. It points toward some 
man who gave voluntary assistance to the officers; that is the point. We will 
not disclose that information unless we are compelled to. 

Mr. Lennox: It might disclose the man who put the whiskey there. 

Mr. McCrea: I have no intention now, and never had any intention, 
of breaking down the machinery that is trying to enforce the laws of this 
| Province, but in this, particular Sutton case, to my mind, that is not the 
| issue at all. There has been charge and counter-charge in the House to the 
effect, by Colonel Lennox, that this Sutton proposition was a frame-up. Now 
we are getting close to the men who started out to make this raid, and what I 
have in mind is, why should not the names of the men who were parties to the 
| setting off of this charge, and to the beginning of the information which has 
led to all this trouble, be made, known to the Committee, so that the eens 
| should know what part they played in it, if we are going to form any Judg- 
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ment hereafter as to whether there is anything in Colonel Lennox’s state- 
ment that it was a frame-up ? 

Mr. Hatt: Mr. Chairman, is it possible that the time of this Com- 
mittee has been taken up for so long, and that the Province has been put to 
such an expense, just for the purpose of clearing up this Sutton case? That 
is the information given to us, that the whole thing is just to clear off this 
Sutton incident. I do not see that way at all, and I am utterly surprised to 
find that the very gentlemen who brought this child into the world—this 
O.T.A.—should desert it, after laying it on the doorstep of the Ontario Gov- 
ernment, so to speak, and prevent giving it a fair chance to live. 

Mr. McCrea: I do not propose to let the member from Parry Sound, 
in his understanding of my position, get up and talk the way he does, when 
he talks about the Ontario Temperance Act. He either shows a very slight 
knowledge of the situation before this whole Committee and the Province, or 
he is wasting his time sitting in this Committee. It is not a question of the 
enforcement of the O.T.A., but the whole question is as to the methods of its 
enforcement, and whether there is any truth or not in the charges between 
Colonel Lennox and the Attorney-General as to the Sutton affair. The truth 
of it is what the people of the Province want. 

Ture Cuarrman: The motion is, that the witness Fielding be directed to 
answer the question of Colonel Lennox as to who accompanied him to Sutton 
the night of the raid in re Ontario Temperance Act. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Add “other than the officers already named.” 

Tue Cuarrman: All in favour? Contrary? The resolution is lost. 

Mr. Lennox: I want the ayes and noes. 


—The Secretary made note of ayes and noes. The motion was defeated & 


by eight to five. 

Tue Cuarrman: The motion is lost. 

Mr. Lennox: Just one other question. You have told the Committee 
that you had spoken to the proprietor of the hotel at Sutton ? 

A.—When the three of us were in the hotel, yes, sir, we did. 


Q.—Had you been in the hotel yourself before you had spoken to the | 


proprietor ? 

A.—TI had, yes, sir. 

Q.—How long before you had spoken to the proprietor ? 

A.—I should say about half an hour. 

Q.—And then you spoke to the proprietor, and after you had spoken to 
the proprietor the raid was made ¢ 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Mr. Lennox: That is all. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Mr. Fielding, just before you go, I would like 


you to tell us how you got this boy in Collingwood, because a ereat deal of © 


stress has been laid on this; how did you get the boy in the first place, can 
you tell the Committee 

A.—How I came in contact with him? 

Q.—Yes? 

A.—The man Spencer called him on the street. 

Q.—Do you know why Spencer called him ? 

A.—Yes; Spencer said he knew all the bootleggers in town. 


Pe 
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1% GrEorcE V. aa APPENDIX No. 2. 671 
é 


| Mr. McOrra: Q.—Mr. F lelding, just a minute. It has been ruled that you 
_ are not to give us the name, but how far did this individual, whose name you 
_ did not disclose, go with you that night ? ; 
f. A.—Went as far as the town of Sutton. 
i Q.—Did you know when you left New 
pick him up? 
i A.—We did not, no, sir—pardon me, I did not understand. 
Q.—Did you know when you left Newmarket to go to Sutton with the 
_ officers that you were going to pick this man up ? 

\* A.—Yes Sir. , 

Q.—How many miles did you go before you picked him up ? 

A.—TI could not tell you that; I do not know how far the car travelled. 


| Mr. Jonnstron (Simcoe): Iwould like to ask Mr. Fielding one more 
question. 


Q.—Mr. Fielding, 

A.—I have an idea. 

Q.—You know what county it is in? 

A.—No, I do not, sir. 

Q.—Well, it is in the county of Simcoe. 
sample of the prosecution of the Ontario Temp 
to tell the Committee if you know of any other 
that has been used in a similar way, on the nu 
| A.—TI do not, sir. 

Mr. Jounston (Simeoe): That is one county, a large county. 


Mr. McCrza: Have you prosecuted other cases up there? 
A.—Just the one, sir. 


market that you were going to 


you know where the town of Collingwood is, do you? 


Now, this has been given as a 
erance Act. I would like you 
point in the county of Simcoe 
merous prosecutions there ? 


Henry Eris Griprey, sworn. 
| Examined by Mr. Lennox: 


(.—Mr. Gridley, where do you live ? 
A.—TI am at present living in North Cobalt. 
Q.—And prior to that where did you live? 
A.—Cochrane. 
Q.—You were overseas, Mr. Gridley ? 
A.—To England, yes. 
(.—In what capacity ? 
_ A.—TI was there first as adjutant to the Royal Air Force, Fairlock, and 
hen Courts Martial Officer at N 0. 1 Group Headquarters. 
_ Q.—What are the duties of that? | zis 
A.—To look after the Courts Martial that take place within the group. 
Q.—Now, getting down to what I want to know, were you living in Coch- 
ane at the time a man by the name of Stagg, an officer or operator of the On- 
arlo Government, was there ? | 

A.—I was there at the time a man named Stagg was boxing there. 

Q.—Well, did the boxer afterwards turn out to be an operator, in the 
yurt ? vi 

~ A.—Well, I was not in the court, but I hear he was, from only hearsay. 

i—J-22-v2. 
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Q.—There was a man there by the name of Stagg, a boxer; what do you 
mean by that ? 

A.—Well, he advertised himself as a Y.M.C.A. boxer, and running box- 
ing bouts at the Empire Theatre, that is where they were doing it. 

Q.—Just tell us now what took place while Stage was there, with re- 
spect to the Temperance Act? 

A.—Well, I don’t know very much of what took place with the Tem- 
perance Act. Never got muddled up in it myself, never had occasion to, 
but all I know was that on one occasion this man stopped me on the street 
and asked me if I wanted a drink. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: Who? 

A.—Stagg. He was a tall—with a foreign accent, rather heavy-set man, 
wearing a returned button. 

Q.—Can you locate the time? 

A.—That would be in the evening, Mr. Raney. 

Q.—Yes, but what date? | 

A.—Well, I was not interested enough. 

Q.—But what year? When would it be? 

A.—That would be about a year ago, April or May, somewhere about 
there. | 


Mr. Lennox: And you say he was wearing a returned soldier’s button ? 

A.—Yes. tke are 

Q.—Were you wearing one, Mr. Gridley ? 

A.—I was wearing the Great War Veterans’ badge. 

Q.—I believe you are a magistrate yourself ? 

A.—No; I am a Justice of the Peace. 

Q.—He asked you if you would have a drink? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And I suppose, like all others, you would accept the invitation ? 

A.—I did not; I am not in that line. 

Q.—Then what next took place? 

A.—Then on Sunday I happened to be at the United Church and he sat_ 
next to me, and after we came out from the service he asked me if I knew 
where to get a crock or a bottle, and I told him no. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): What church was that ? 

Mr. Lennox: Perhaps he needed it, after having been to church. 
Q.—What was the next time you saw him? 

A.—The next time I saw him—vwell, I saw him a good many times after 


Q.—Well, did you have any conversations with him ? 

A.—Never, never had any talk—I saw him one day in the Empire The- 
atre boxing with a man named Tessier, and the next day I was on my way 
home— 

Q.—Was it a tournament they were having ? 

A.—Boxing tournament. 

Q.—Charge admission ? 

A.—Charged one dollar admission. 

Q.—Who got it up? 


Bee 
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A.—Well, the tickets were got from Stage; I saw Stagg selling tickets 
for it; he had a roll of tickets, 

Q.—And did he get the money? I mean, was the money paid to him? 

A.—Yes; I saw— 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: What is the date of that boxing tournament ? 

A.—I could not tell you, sir. If I had known what I was coming for 
I could have probably brought one or two— 

Mr. Lennox: You have never seen me, Mr. Gridley, before ? 

A.—Yes, I have. 

Q.—Never spoken to me? 

A.—Yes, sir; I have. I saw you in 1916. 

@.—Not in connection with this? 

A.—Absolutely not. 1916—I will tell you when it was. I was in your 
office in connection with a serious case. 

Q.—Quite so; but I was speaking with reference to this. Now, would 
you read this, please? (Hands handbill to witness). 

A.—“Boxing, Monday night, May 30, at 10:00 P.M., in the Em- 
pire Theatre. J. Stagg, Toronto Y.M.C.A. vs. H. Tessier of Mon- 
treal. Tom Mitchell vs. Don Campbell, local bantam-weights, and 
other preliminary bouts. Heavy weight lifting exhibition by Peter 
Jackson. Admission one dollar.” 

Q.—Is that the boxing— 

A.—TI was there. 

Q.—And that is the one that you paid your dollar for? 

A.—No; I did not pay a dollar. | 

Q.—I mean, it was a dollar admission ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you have any further conversation with Stagg at any time? 

A.—No. 

@.—No further conversation ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Then what next took place with respect to Stagg? Any complaints 
made about him ? 

A.—Yes. A few days—when I say a few days, I am not sure, but the 
Deputy Mayor of Cochrane came to me and said, “I have some trouble with 

a French girl,” and he wanted to lay an information. 

| Q.—For what ? 

A.—He wanted to lay an information against this man Stagg for in- 
decency. Dee Ss cay 

ite 7 his girl ¢ ’ 

; Rat ech Oa hire at the—I don’t know whether I should, in view 
of the nature of the charge, disclose the name. 

Q.—I don’t want it; a charge, you mean, of indecent assault ? 

A.—The charge laid was an act of indecency, I think; I think that was 
the— 


rainst one or two girls? 
Q.—An act of indecency against one or ne : 
A.—Against one, was the original--that was what I was originally 


asked for by this man. 
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. Irie oe you asked to accept a charge for indecency against any other 

girls ? i 

A.—Yes. 7 

Q.—Two girls; and I believe you sent him to some other magistrate ? 

A.—I had no jurisdiction to try the case, and I sent it to Magistrate 
Dempsey, who had full power to act. 

Q.—And what was the result? Was a warrant issued ? 

A.—Yes. | | 

Q.—And what became of Stage? Was he arrested ¢ 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Why? 

A.—I couldn’t tell you. 

Q.—Well, did he remain. there ? 

A.—Who? Stagg? 

().—Yes ? aL tat gh 

A.—No; Stagg went out; the day after there was some big court pro- 
ceedings in the court, there was a big line-up in the court, and he went out 
either that day ‘or the next morning, but I was not interested in the man, 
and [—_ 

Q.—Did he skip out? 

A.—I couldn’t tell you. 

Q.—Has' he been back since ? 

A.—I couldn’t say; I have not seen him. I have never seen him 
from that day to this. 

Q.—Has he faced the charge in court ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. He may have done, for all I know, but I 


have not followed it up. 
Q.—Now, I want to just ask you one further question. Did this man 


Dempsey, against whom these charges were laid, give evidence in the court — 


against these men who were charged with breach of the Ontario Temperance 


Act? 
A:—Did this man what ? 


Q.—Did Stage give evidence in the court against these men who were — 


charged with the breach of the Ontario Temperance Act ¢ 

A.—JI couldn’t tell you; I was not in the Court. I am not interested 
in court work unless I am asked to take some part. 

Q.—Then I believe you wrote certain letters to the Department about it 2 

A.—Well, I do not know whether my correspondence with the Attorney- 
General should be— | 

Q.—I am not pressing it; I just say that, you did write? 

A.—I did. | 

Mr. Lennox: That is all, Mr. Gridley. 


Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney: 


Q.—Mr. Gridley, I believe Mr. Blackwell is in charge of law enforce- 7 


ment up in that district ? 
AI think the 1s;vyes, 
Q.—And he has been created inspector, I think, of recent months? | 


A.—Well, I have always known him as Inspector Blackwell. I have 


_" 
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é Q.—Perhaps it is District Inspector he has been made. At all events 

__ he has been enforcing the law there for several years ? . 
A.—Yes. | 

* Q.—How long have you been up there? 

: A.—Nearly three years. 

’ Q.—My information is that Mr. Blackwell is one of the best law enforce- 


ment officers in the Provinee. | | 
A.—As far as Mr. Blackwell is concerned, I get along with him fine. 
? Q.—He is said to be an exceptionally good man. Was it not Blackwell 
we desired to transfer to some other place!—yes, and the people up there 
protested so vigorously that we relented and allowed him to remain there: 
did you know about that? | 
A.—No, I did not. I know of Inspector Moore, that is all—. | 
Q.—I think the Board of Trade of Cochrane, perhaps, and the Town 
_ Couneil— 
Mr. Lennox: Let him give the evidence himself. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Did you know of them passing resolutions ? 
A.—No; I take very little active part in that work. 
Q.—At any rate, you do know Blackwell to be a very good ofticer ? 
A.—Oh, yes; I was on the train with Blackwell last might. 
Q.—A very able and conscientious officer ? 
A.— Yes, as far as I would take him to be. 
Q.—Did you know of Stagg having been employed by Mr. Blackwell 
for a short time ? , } 
A.—Well, I have only got 
from your Department— / 
Q.—Then you did not know; I can get it again. All right, Mr. Gridley. 
Ms Mr. Lennox: Before I call Mr. Dunlop there is Mr. Jacques from 
~ Hamilton. | 
| Mr. McCrea: You got Mr. Ayearst’s letter from the Department after 
these affairs of — 
A.—What I had done—I don’t know whether the Attorney-General 
will just give exactly what took place. 
Q.—I just want the answer to the one question ? 
A.—Yes. 
: Q.—It was after he had asked you to have a drink and after he staged 
the boxing affair that you learned that he had been in the employ of— 
A.—Oh, yes, it was after that. : 
i Mr. Jonnston (Simcoe): Mr. Gridley, do you know why these charges 
Were not pressed ? | 
Hon. Mr. Ranry: What was the pelline 
1 hb OT)4 ceive it as to the date of employment $ : 
a . we sinclar Tt wi after he had been asked for a drink that he got 
the letter from Mr. Ayearst. 
“Mr. McOrea: It was after the boxing tournament and after he was 
offered the drink that he learned he had been in the employ of the Gov- 


ernment. 


} 





have you Mr. Ayearst’s: letter, or a letter 
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Tur Wirness: And I was given the assurance that he was no longer in 
the employ of the Government. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: If Mr. Blackwell is in town— 

Tue Wirness: He was on the train last night. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We will try to get him in the Committee. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Do you know of any reason why these charges 
were not pressed against Mr. Stagg, these charges that you refer to? 

A.—No. All I got was a letter stating that a warrant had been issued 
and if the man was available he would be apprehended. 

Q.—But they never got him? 

A.—They have never got him. © 

Mr. McCrea: That is Stagg? 

A.—Stagg. 


JosHUA JACQUES, sworn. 


Examined by Mr. Lennox: 

Q.—Mr. Jacques, what do you do? 

A.—I run a hotel in Hamilton. 

Q.—And I believe that a Provincial Officer by the name of Smythe was 
instrumental in securing a conviction against you ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—How long ago? 

A.—On the 11th day of April. 

Q.—This last April? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I suppose you don’t know whether he was the same Smythe as at 
Sutton or not? | 

A.—No; I didn’t know anything about him. 

Q.—Now, what did he do to you on that occasion ? 

A.—Well, what he done to me, he give me a beating. 

Q.—He gave you a beating? 

A.—Yes, blackened my eye, backed me up against the door, he hurt my 
ribs, I was in bed three or four days afterwards. I had to have two doctors; 
[ had one doctor, I didn’t believe him; he said the rib was broke. I didn’t 
believe him. I got another one. ‘Well,” he said, “If it-ain’t broke it is 
fractured.” 

THE Cuarrman: Who gave you the beating ? 

A.—Smythe. I will tell you how he came to give me the beating. I was 
standing in front of the bar talking to the gentleman; I had had this gentle- 
man doing some contract work with me, and I was out and I come back; I 
went up and showed this gentleman the roof, and I walked down. I come in 
the side door, and I hadn’t got in there a minute and a half. I just went around — 
and J saw Inspector Dickson. I said, “Come on,” an invitation to the in- 
spector to inspect the place. I walked down to give them assistance, and — 
Smythe—this is the man with the inspector—he wouldn’t come in—I didn’t 
have the words out of my mouth when he grabbed me with his right hand 
and hit me with his left, and then he grabbed hold of me again and shoved 
me against the door, and he hit in the stomach. T says, “For God’s sake, 
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what are you going to do? Kill me?” and he passed a remark, and I said, 
“All right.” He grabbed me again with his left hand, and the next thing I 
seen was the gun come out of his pocket over his head. I said, “For Christ’s 
sake, don’t kill me!” and he smashed me against the door. I don’t know whe- 
ther he hit me on the head with the gun or not, but I know I went down on 
the floor. He twisted me and throwed me down on the floor again, and cut 
that scar on my hand again. 

Mr. Lennox: That is, with the handcuffs? 

A.—That is, with the handcuffs. After he done that I said, “Is that any 


way to use a man?” and my head was cut and my eye swelled up. Took me 
to the police station and throwed me behind the bars. Before he done that, I 


says, “Look here,’ and he took his handkerchief out of his pocket and wipes 
the blood off. He took the handcuffs off—he knowed the dirtiness of what 
he had done—and then he let me walk out. I said, “I am innocent of that 
liquor being there then.” 

Q.—Well, I don’t care whether you had liquor or had not; you were 
convicted, anyway ? 

A.—Well, then, after that, when I was in jail, the three of them come 
back again to the house, and my two little girls was the only ones in the house ; 
my wife was out, gone down to the station, I guess, and this man, I don’t 
know whether it is Jones or Green— 

Q.—Smythe ? 

A.—No, it wasn’t Smythe; the one that drove the car, he come back 
to the house and he got hold of— 

- Q.—You mean the one that drove the car that contained the officers, 
the inspector ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: Were you there? 

A.—No; I was in behind the bars. 

Q.—Then you had better not tell us about it, if you were not there? 

A.—Well, I went back and seen the house all broke up. 

Mr. Lennox: Tell us what you found out; before coming to that, after 
he had beaten you up in this way, did he take you immediately to the cells ? 

A.—Why, yes. 

Q.—Took you with your hands handcuffed ¢ 

A.—No; he took the handcuffs off me in the hotel. 

Q.—He put the handcuffs on you in the hotel? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—And then he took them off and took you to the police station—do you 


_ have a police station there? 


A.— Yes. 
Q.—Then how long did he keep you in the station ? 


A.—I was there all night. ey 
Q.—I want to ask you this: for these injuries that you had as a result 


of the beating up that you got from Smythe, did you get any medical assis- 
tance ? | nee 

~A—Yes sir; I got two doctors. I got one, and I didn’t — 
Q.—While you were in jail 4 

A.—No; couldn’t get them there. 
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Q.—So that you were kept all night in jail? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—After you had been beaten up in the way you describe? 

A.—Yes. | ; 

Q.—When did they let you out ? 

A.—The next morning. 

@.—And when did you see the doctors? 

A.—I seen the doctors right away. 

Q.—Were there any marks on your face? 

A.—Why, yes; I was black from there right down to here, black in the 
Police Court. He knows himself, if he will come up and tell the truth, he 
knows himself he beat me up, and I don’t think he will deny it, either. 

Q.—Well, I don’t think it requires very much evidence other than seeing - 
it, that you were beaten up. Had he made a charge against you at the time 
that he beat you up? 

A.—No. 

(.—Had he made a search at that time? 

A.—No; they hadn’t made no search at that time. 

Mr. Harr: You told us in the beginning that you resisted, didn’t you? — 

A.—No, I did no such thing; I would have resisted if I had had a 
chance. 

, Hon. Mr. Raney: It doesn’t make any difference what he said; let us 
get on. 

Mr. Harti: He said he resisted, because he wasn’t the inspector. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): He said he would have if he could have. 

Mr. Lennox: He did not say that; he said he hadn’t time. ! 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): They didn’t give him a chance; he said he 
would have if he had had a chance. 

Tue Wirness: The chances are I would have if I had had a chance. 

Mr. Jonnsron (Simcoe): Did you know Smythe was an inspector at — 
all ? 

A.—No; I didn’t know him from a stranger in this room. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: How do you know him as Smythe? 

A.—When he comes up in court and gives his name as Smythe, that is 
what I have to go on. | 

Mr. Jonnsron (Simcoe): But you would have resisted if you had had 
a chance ? 

A.—I would have stopped him if I could. 

Mr. Hatcrow: Not knowing he was an inspector ? 

A.—Not knowing he was an inspector. I give Dickson the permission’ 
to come. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Do you swear that he did not tell you that he 
came there for the purpose of examining your house ? 

A.—He never made himself known— 

Q.—We will have the evidence read that you gave a few moments ago. 
Let. us hear what you said a few moments ago. The witness says he didn’t 
know these men; I want to know what he said in the first place. He says 
now he did not know the men. | 


—_—_—- —-~. 
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—Reporter reads: “I come in the side door, and I hadn’t got in 
the a minute and a half, I just went around and saw Inspector Dickson. 
I said, “Come on,” an invitation to the inspector to inspect the place. 
I walked down to give them assistance, and Smythe—this is the man 
with the inspector—he wouldn’t come in—I didn’t have the words 
out of my mouth when he grabbed me—” 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): You say now you didn’t know him ? 

A.—I didn’t know him at that time. 

Q.—You didn’t know Dickson ? 

A.—I know Dickson, but not Smythe. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Wasn’t Dickson with Smythe? 

A.—Dickson come in—now, wait a minute—I seen this fellow— 

How. Mr. Raney: We will let Mr. Lennox finish his examination. 

Mr. Lennox: What were you going to say? 

A.—Dickson come in, and I said, “Come on, all right,’ give him an 
invitation to search the place. 

@.—Was Dickson alone that time ? 

A.—Dickson was there, that is the only one, and I seen this fellow at the 
other end, and I was going around to give Dickson the invitation, and this 
fellow come in, and I would have stopped him if I got a chance, but I didn’t 
get a chance till I got a smash in the face. 

Mr. Hatcrow: Q.—You have how many entrances in your hotel? 

A.—Three—four. 

Q.—Three entrances that these men could have come in at, different 
entrances ? 


A.—Yes. 

@.—Mr. Dickson could have come in at one entrance ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you would have met him? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—And you knew him as a local man? 
A.—I knew him as an inspector. 
Q.—As the local man? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—Mr. Smythe could have come in at another entrance 4 
A.—Yes. tar 
Q.—And you would not have seen him coming in at all? 
A.—No. 


Q.—You didn’t know Mr. Smythe at all? 

A.—Didn’t know him. 

Q.—Knew nothing at all about him ? 

A.—WNo. . ie 
Mr. McCrea: Didn’t Dickson tell you that Smythe was with him’! 
A.—No, he didn’t. 

Mr. Hatt: Well, why did you object? ory. : 

| A.—Do you think I would let a stranger come in like that ? 


: A ee 
—You knew he was with Dickson ¢ . ee 
— didn’t know whether he was with Dickson or not. Dickson was 
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the only man I recognized in there, till I see this fellow, and he was down at 
the other end away from me. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): How far was this other end away from vou ? 

A.—From here to you. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): That is not very far—twelve feet. 

Mr. McCrea: Dickson never at any time told you that Smythe was there — 
to inspect ? 

A.—No, I never seen him, 

Mr. Lennox: Thought he was a stranger ? 

A.—I didn’t know who he was. 

Q.—I just want to ask you one further question. What. was the condition 
of your hotel when you came back ? 

A.—It was all smashed up. -The door was smashed. The jam was busted, 
took an inch and a half of the jam right off the door, and the casing was busted 
off, and I had a Yale lock on it, and it was busted—they got the thing that 
holds the lock down at the Police Court or someplace. 

Mr. Jonnston (Simcoe): Who did that? 

A.—Well, my daughter says— 

Q.—Who do you say did it? You are on oath now; you are making States 
ments here. Now, who do you say did it? 

A.—I believe my daughter—Jones did it. 

Q.—Let us have what you know, not what somebody else said ? 

A.—Could I swear, when I wasn’t there ? 

Mr. Jounsron (Simeoe): Then that should be eliminated from the 
evidence. 

Examinep By Hon. Mr. Raney: 1 

Q.—Mr. Jacques, I heard of this case first when you were called on the 
witness stand, and I have sent for the file, and I find there was a report of 
the matter by Mr. Smythe to Mr. Airey, the District Inspector, on the 17th 
of April. Now, tell me first—you say you are the proprietor of the Beaver 
House ?— | 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—In Hamilton ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—How long have you been proprietor of the house? 

A.—It will be six years last March. 

Q.—And do you sell intoxicating liquors there ? 

A.—Not as I know of. . 

@.—Well, you would know. 

A.—Not at that time, I wasn’t. 

Q.—Did you have intoxicating liquors there? 

A.—Not any liquor, no. 

Q.—Are you in the habit of selling intoxicating liquors ? 

A.—No sir, I am not. 

().—Have you ever done so? 

A.—I had beer, yes sir. 

().—Strong beer? 

A.—Yes sir; I got fined for it: I went up like a man and pleaded guilty. 
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If I had known that Hquor was there I would have gone up. and aiated 
guilty. 
: Q.—You pleaded guilty; when was that ? 
A.—It was two years ago, I think. 
@.—And have you sold any liquor in your place since? 
:- A.—WNo. | 
Q.—Have you had any liquor in your place since? 
A.—No, I have not, not to my knowledge. 
Q.—No to your knowledge ? 
A.—No sir. 
Q.—This is what Mr. Smythe in his report to Mr. Airey says—by the 
way, did you lay a charge against Smythe in the Police Court for assault ? 
A.—Yes sir, I did. 
Q.—What happened to that ? 
A.—Well, I didn’t want any more notoriety, and I feabidart it. 
Q. —That is very unfortunate, because the magistrate would have tried 
the ease, and if Smythe had been ouilty of assault he Would have punished him. 
nae = Well: I don’t know whether he would or not. 
Mr. Lennox: You were looking for a renewal of your license, were you ! 
A.—Yes. I told him I didn’t want to come on a charge of that kind. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Your being here won’t affect your getting a license, 
Mr. Jacques. 
A.—That is the reason I dropped the charge. 
Q.—The Department, I want to tell you now, does not astute or defend 
“officers who commit unprovoked assaults, or assaults at all, if they can be 
avoided. ‘This is Mr. Smythe’s account of what took place: 
-_ “We visited the Beaver House Hotel on Tuesday 11th inst. searched it 
and found a quantity of intoxicating liquor in a jug near the sink behind the 
bar.” Was that true ? 
| A.—WNo Sir. 
Q.—What ? 
A.—I wasn’t behind the bar that day. 
Q.—You were right there? 
A.—I was in. front of it. 
| Q.— “We found a quantity of intoxicating liquor in a jug near the sink 
behind the bar.” Was that true ? 
A.—I never seen the jug. 
Q.—Do you deny that? . 
A.—I certainly will, yes, sir; I know that wasn’t there, certainly. 
Q.—It wasn’t there ? 
A.—I never seen it at all. 
Q.—Have you got a bartender ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Was he there ? 
A.—He was there; that is my boy. 
Q.—What is his name? 
A.—Georgie. 
Q.—Your son George ? 


A.—Yes. 
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Q.—How old was he? 

A.—He was fifteen years old. 

Q.—“Also a bottle containing about a quarter of a glass of spirits.” 

That is with the jug? 

A.—Now then, that bottle was perfectly empty. 

Q.—What kind of bottle was it? Was it a whiskey bottle? | 

A.—Yes sir, it was in court, anyhow, that is the first time I seen it. 

Q.—You were prosecuted, I suppose, in this case, were you? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And what happened in the case? 

A.—TI got six months. 

Q.—Oh, you got six months ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

(.—And are you serving the term now? 

A.—I appealed the case. 

Q.—You were fined as for a second offence ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—And you are out of jail now on bail until your appeal is decided ? 

A.—Y¥egs Sir. 3 

Q.—Mr. Smythe’s statement proceeds: 

“The bar tender”—that would be your son—“made an attempt to empty 
the contents out of jug into the sink.” | 

A.—My son was not there sir. 

Q.—Were you in the bar room? 

A.—TI was at the front of the bar and my son was not there at all; my 
nephew walked in the door, and he got no jug at all. 

Q.—Just answer my dibs tiOn now}; you say your son was not in the 
bar room ? 

A.—Not then, no. 

().—Was he there while the officers were there ? 

A.—After the officers came in he came out of the lavatory. 

Q.—And did he make an attempt to empty a jug into the sink? 

A.—WNo sir, he did not. 

Q.—Mr. Dickson, the License Inspector, came? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Mr. Dickson is a man who has been inspector for some time? 

A.—As far ag I know, yes. 

Q.—A good man, isn’t he? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—A very highly respectable man; and he was accompanied by Mr. 
Smythe ¢ 

A.—Accompanied by this Smythe and Jones. 

Q.—Smythe and Jones, two officers ? 

A.—TI don’t know whether it was Jones or Green or what it was. 

(.—The whole three of them were there ? 

A.—Well, when I come up I seen them, yes. | 

Q.—I will endeavour to have them all here tomorrow to get their story. ; 


- 
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This report proceeds: ” 
“Made an attempt to empty the contents out of jug into the sink, but he 
was frustrated in his attempt by Inspector Dickson—” 
Mr. Lennox: Don’t try to frighten him. 
Tue Wrirness: I don’t care. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: You say that is untrue? 
A.—I say certainly it is untrue. 
Q.—“Who caught hold of the jug before he (the bartender, Robert 
_ Robinson) had time to empty it all out.” Did you see that? Did you see a 
_ struggle between Dickson and the bartender for the jug? 
| A.—WNo sir, not between Dickson. 
Q.—Whom was it between ? 
A.—Mr. Smythe. 
Q.—Mr. Smythe and the bar tender? 
A.—Smythe and the boy, yes. 
Q.—And your own son ? 
A.—WNo, no; my nephew. 
Q.—Then he is a bartender too? 
A.—No, he was no bartender; he came in there and he says, “Don’t hit 
my uncle!” and he left me then and jumped at him. 
Q.—Then your nephew did try to empty the jug into the sink ? 
A.—I won’t say. 
Q.—Will you say it was not so? 
A.—TI don’t think so. 
Q.—At any rate, you saw a struggle between him and Dickson ? 
A.—No Sir. 
Re Q.—Well, Smythe says there was a struggle. Mr. Smythe says both 
‘Jacques—that is you—and the bartender put up a struggle; is that true? 
_  A.—No sir; never put up no struggle at all; I didn’t have a chance. 
Q.—‘“And tried to destroy the liquor that was left in the jug.” 


A.—No Sir. 
Q.—That is not true at all? 
A.—No Sir. 


Q.— “And both of them gave us quite a lot- of trouble before we effected 


|their arrest.” 

A.—Never give them any trouble at all. : 

Q.—Neither you nor the bartender made any resistance at all ? 
A.—No sir; didn’t have a chance. 

| Q.—What you want the Committee to believe is that these men came in 
‘there and slugged you without any provocation 
A.—No, I want this here—that Dickson come in and I was going to 
show him the way to search the place, and I wasn't going to let everybody 
jump in and search. I didn’t know who this man was. If he hadn’t hit me I 


would have certainly stopped him. 
| Q.—Of course you would. 

A.—But I couldn’t, and there was a gentleman in there. 

Q.—Just try to let the Committee think you are being fair to yourself, 
now; you knew that these men Smythe and Jones were with Dickson, and you 


snew Inspector Dickson ?_ 
\ 













nes 


684 Apprnpix No. 2. _ 1922 


a een 


A.—As true as you are standing there and I am sitting here, I didn’t 
know. . 

Q.—And you didn’t suspect that ¢ 

A.—No, I didn’t, no, no, I didn’t. 

Q.—But if you had known— 

A.—If I had known I would not have cared; I would have let them go. 

Mr. McCrea: You would have let them inspect the place ? 

A.—TI would have let them do anything they wanted. 

Mr. Hatt: What time of day was this? Day or night ? 

A.—Afternoon. ; 

Q.—Your bar was open ? 

A.—Oh, yes. rt . 

Q.—Why would you object to anybody being in the bar other than the 
policemen, then ? 

A.—I didn’t object to anybody being in the bar, but I didn’t want nobody 
up walking behind the bar. . 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): But how do you balance yourself? You said a 
few moments ago that had you known you would have resisted ? 

A.—T never said no such a thing, now; I said if I had known I would 
have let them go—didn’t I say that ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: What is your nephew’s name? 

A.—Robinson. 

Mr. Totmie: The reason you would resist them is because you looked 
upon them as strangers ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—If you had known they were assisting Mr. Dickson— 

A.—I wouldn’t have said anything. The gentleman I was talking to 
there, he was coming down to tell him, he was coming to tell him not to hit 
me, and as soon as he seen the gun he beat it. He thought it was Spracklin; 
he told me he thought it was him. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): You say that you did not press the assault 
charge against Smythe ? 


< 


A.—No, I didn’t. I wanted it dropped, and I wanted this dropped, didn’t | 


want this to come up at all. 

Q.—And you give as a reason that you wanted to get a renewal of your 
standard hotel license ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now, don’t you think that your chances of getting a standard hotel 
license would have been a great deal better if you could discredit and prosecute 
him in court? | | 

A.—I don’t think I am too late yet, if you want me to do it. 

Q.—Don’t you think you made a wrong supposition there ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You actually did lay an information ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You charged Smythe with an intent to do grievous bodily harm to 
one Joshua Samuel Jacques ? 


A.— Yes. | 
Q.—And then you withdrew that ? 
A.—Yes. 


oe 
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@.—I have a report here, too, from Jones, and one from Dickson— 

Mr. Tormizr: Why did you withdraw it? 

f A.—Well, I didn’t want no notoriety, and I was afraid if I prosecuted 
im— 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: What good is the license to you? 

A.—What good is the license ? | 

Q.—Yes ? Ae yh 

A.—I got twenty-seven rooms there. | 
Q.—That would not keep you from keeping roomers, would it, not having 
a license ? | 

A.—It would stop me from selling the other stuff, though—cigars. 

Q.—Here is Mr. Jones’ statement; Mr. Jones was one of the party: 

“T wish to state that there was absolutely no assault committed by Con- 
stable Smythe on the Prop. Joshua Jacques as claimed, this man Jacques put 
up a struggle when Constable Smythe and Inspector Dickson placed him under 
arrest, and gave them quite a lot of trouble before they finally effected his ar- 


rest.” 
— You say that is false, do you? 

A.—I say it certainly is false. 

Q.—“I was with him’’—that is, Smythe—‘‘When he searched the rooms 
upstairs and he conducted the search in a very respectable and courteous 
manner, and never said an important word to anybody, evidently this charge 
against him is an absolute frame up, and trumped up charge, I would say I 
am prepared to take my oath before court with regards to this Constable’s con- 
duct during the raid, and as I have stated before there was absolutely no 
reason on the behalf of the complainant, to complain of the usage extended 
to him by the officer.” That is dated the 20th of April of this year, addressed 
by Mr. Jones to the Commissioner of the Ontario Provincial Police. Then 
here is a report from M. Dickson— ecdiys 

Mr. McCrea: Is that last report signed by Mr. Jones? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Signed by Jones, yes. 

Mr. McCrea: You read something about the searching of the rooms. 
Does he state whether that was after beating up the man or before? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He does not say. 

“I was with him when he searched the rooms upstairs and he conducted 
the search in a very respectable and courteous manner.” 

Mr. McCrea: Was there any search upstairs before you were arrested ! 

A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: I am going to read Mr. Dickson’s report, or part of 
it. Mr. Dickson says: “I entered first, followed by the others named.” Didn’t 


they come in right behind Mr. Dickson ? : 
A.—Well, I don’t know now whether they come in right behind him or 


whether they come in ahead of him. 

Q.—I entered first, followed by the others named, there was perhaps ten 
persons in the bar of the hotel in two groups. In the far group there was a 
man said in a loud voice “Inspector Dickson” go to it; before I had time to 


announce myself, I made a run to get behind the bar, Smythe following.” 


Is that true ? 
wAt——N 0. s1r- 
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@.—What ? 

A.—No sir; he didn’t run behind the bar. 

Q.—“Smythe just came to the end of the bar, I found a bottle and a jug 
containing liquor, sitting near the sink behind the bar.” 

Is that true? 

A.—No Sir; I know nothing about the jug. I seen a bottle in Smythe’s 
hand, never seen it in Dickson’s hand at all. 

Q.—Perhaps Smythe brought it there, did he? 

A.—TI won’t say he did; I won’t-accuse the man. 

Q.—You didn’t know it was there? 


A.—No sir. 
(.—You had never seen it before ? 
A.—WNo sir. 


Q.—What about the jug? The jug had liquor in it. “I found a bottle 


and a jug containing liquor.”’ What about the jug? 

A.—The jug tight be there, but I am innocent of knowing that liquor 
was there. 

Q.—You knew the jug was there, but you are innocent of knowing that 
liquor was there? 

A.—TI didn’t know the jug was there. 

Q.—I thought you said you did? 

A.—I didn’t know it was there, no. 

Q.—“‘As I put my hand on the jug a man n by the name of Robert Robin- 
son”—that is the bartender, is it ? 


A.—No 
Q.—That is your nephew ? 
A.—Yes. 


] 
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Q.—‘‘Seized the jug from behind. After a struggle I “secured the jug 


and part of the contents, reaching it up to Smythe over the bar.” 

fs that true? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—He says he handed the jug over to Smythe; ygu were there; you 
know ? 


A.—TI don’t know. 


Q.—‘Just then the proprietor Jacques made a rush at Smythe and tried 


to take the bottle and jug away from him.” Was that true? 

A.—I had my hand— 

Q.—Listen, now ? 

A.—No that ain’t true. 

Q.—Robinson left Dickson, Dickson says, and made a oe at Smythe 
to help you in the struggle you were having with Smythe. 

A.—No. 

(.—That is not true either ? 

A.—TI had the handeuffs on then. 

Q.—Oh, no, not then? 


A.—Yes sir. 
Mr. Lennox: He swears to it. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: “The bartender having left me and rushed at 


Smythe to assist Jacques to take the jug and bottle from Smythe, as I came 
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from behind the bar tovassist Jones and Smythe with the two named, Smythe 
and Jones had kept Jacques and Robinson off, they didn’t manage to secure 
either the jug or the bottle, Jones had succeeded in handeuffing the bartender 
Robinson.” Was Robinson handeuffed too? 

A.—Why, certainly he was handcuffed. 

Q.—And you were handcuffed ? 

A.—I was handcuffed, before they went behind the bar. 

@.—And you were both handcuffed because you were resisting the 
officers ? 

A.—I was handeuffed before they went behind the bar, sir. 

Q.—“I took a hand and assisted Smythe to handcuff Jacques.” It 
took two of them, apparently? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—Is that true? 

A.—Smythe was the one that handcuffed me; didn’t have to have no 
assistance. 

Q.— “Jacques put up a struggle and we only used what was necessary 
and reasonable means to effect his arrest. We succeeded in getting Jacques 
up against the wall so that he could not move, he tried to resist the hand- 
cuffs as much as he possibly could.” Did you? 

A.—No sir. 3 

Q.—“It was imperative that we should handcuff him, for we could not 
Keep him quiet any other way. He did his best to destroy the whiskey that 
was left in the jug.” Is that true? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—“In order to do away with the evidence of having liquor in his bar, 
but did not succeed in his attempt. Smythe did not strike him or abuse him 
in any way, as he claims. I know nothing about the injuries that he claims | 
that he received in the struggle, I don’t know how he came by his injuries, 
for he accompanied me to the cellar to make a further search of the place 
after the struggle.” 

A.—Who? 

Q.—This is Mr. Dickson, the License Inspector: 

“Smythe did not strike him or abuse him in any way, as he claims. I 
know nothing about the injuries that he claims that he received in the struggle. 
I don’t know how he came by his injuries,” speaking of Jacques? 

) A.—That is Dickson. | 
Q.—For he accompanied me to the cellar to make a further search of 
the place after the struggle. ” 

Was that true? 

A.—I certainly did walk down in the cellar with Dickson, with the hand- 
cuffs on my arms. . 

Mr. Hatz: Mr. Dickson is a pretty decent fellow, isn’t he? 

A.—Oh yes. ; 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He is one of the best in the Province. 

_ Tue Wirness: Dickson acted all right. ! 

Hon. Mr. Raney: And you have always looked on him as a first-class, 
honest fellow ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 


—_— ——— 
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Q.—And yet you tell us to-day that all that he has said in that report is | 
untrue ? 

A.—TI say certainly it is, those things in there. 

Q.—Everything, all in three letters. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): The question of a jug has been Wsought up 
here. Did you see a jug at this time? 

A.—No. I did not, right at that time. 

Q.—When did you see the jug? 

A.—I seen it afterwards. 

Q.—After you were handcuffed ? 

A.—Yes, after I was handcuffed. 

‘OF —This may not be a proper question, so you can answer or otherwise. 
You have given us a reason for withdrawing your charge against Smythe, 
that you wished to obtain a renewal of your standard hotel license ? 

A. —Yes, I did. 

Q.—Now then, do you propose to tell this Committee on oath that you 
preferred a standard hotel License or that you would prefer rather to be beaten 
up as you have described, without provocation ? 

A. Yes. | 

Q.—You will take that in order to get your standard hotel license ; and do 
you expect this Committee to believe this story ? 

A.—I didn’t want to have nothing more of it— 

Q.—I am asking you, will you take a beating up without provocation in © 
preference to losing your standard hotel license? Tell the Committee? 

A.—I was willing to take that one, yes. I would take an oath on it. And 
I walked down the road, and I told Mr. Rollo I didn’t want to take it up, and 
I didn’t want to come up before this Committee. 

Tre Cuatrrman: Just before we leave that, what explanation have 7s 
of that jug of liquor being there? 

A.—I have got none; I don’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Crarxe: Would you recognize the jug as yours when you saw it? 

A.—Why, certainly. 

Q.—It wasn’t one that they might have brought in? 

A.—I wouldn’t say they brought the jug in. 

(.—You recognized it as yours? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Just another question; you know that you 
are responsible, as the proprietor of that hotel, for the jug being there ? 

A.—-Certainly. 

Mr. Hatcrow: What was the jug? <A water jug? 

A.—It was for ice water; there was three or four of them, for ice water. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): What do you do with the ice water ? 

A.—- Well, when you come to a hotel, did you ever ask for any ize water} 

How. Mr. Raney: Was it a stone jug or a pitcher? 

A.—.\. kandle on it. 

Q.—A stone jug? 

A.—Stone jug? 

Q.—You know the difference between a jug and a pitcher, don’t you? | 
Was it hke this? (indicating water jug on table), —a white one? 
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A.—Yes. 

Mr. Crarxe: How large was that one? 

A.— About the same size as this. 

Mr. Hart: Have you more than one jug in the hotel? 
A.—Yes sir, five or six. _ 

Q.—And you say the jugs are for ice water? 


A.—Yes. 
Mr. Lennox: You say that you were convicted once before ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—About two years before; did you get your standard license after that 
conviction ¢ 
| A.—Yes sir. 


Q.—How many were there in the bar at the time these men came in? 
A.—There was three men in the bar. 
Mr. Lennox: That is all, thank you. 
Mr. Hatcrow: Mr. Jacques, who drew this gun ? 
A.—Mr. Smythe. After he had me against the door and had beat me up. 
Q.—He pulled it afterwards? 
A.—Yes. George Nott was there, and when he seen it he beat it. 
Mr. Lennox: Did you have the handcuffs on then 4 
A.—Just the handcuffs, when they had me— 
Mr. McCrea: Can you give any reason for him pulling the gun ‘ 
A.—I think the man was excited, he was afraid. 
Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Whom was he afraid of! | 
it Mr. Harz: Dickson says you resisted, put up a struggle? 
| A.—If I had been at him or resisted, he would have had a mark to carry 
himself, I am going to tell you that, and I say to-day that if you lock him up 
in a room with me, although he is a young man, I will guarantee he will get 
a mark, too. | 
Mr. McCrea: Because Dickson did not tell you— | 
A.—No, Dickson didn’t tell me who he was. “T am Inspector Dickson,” 
all right. I turned around, and this fellow, I tried to stop him, but— 
Mr. Hatt: Perhaps he knew your record and what you could do, and 
that is why he pulled the gun? . 
A.—He might have; I wouldn’t say he didn’t. . 
Mr. Jounxstron (Simcoe): IT would just like to ask another question 


He would be taking some chance on you, wouldn’t he, Mr. J acques? He would 
anded, wouldn’t he? 


be taking some chance on you, to go up Open 

A.—Taking some chance ? 

—Q.—Yes ? 

A.—Well, I don’t know. 

Q.—Remember what you told us a few moments ago; 
taking some chance on a man like you? 

‘A.—Not if I had known he was an officer; I would have let him go through 
the whole place, and wouldn't have said a word to him. I didn’t know at the 
time he was an officer. 

ike Mr. Raney: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Blackwell is here. 

Tue Wrrness: Will I bring another witness down to-morrow to show 








would he not be 





you. 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: Ask Mr. Lennox how many more witnesses he 


wants you to bring. 
Mr. Lennox: I do not know that it is necessary. 


W. S. BrackweEtt, Sworn, examined by Hon. Mr. Raney. 

Q.—You are the District Inspector I believe of the Ontario Provincial 
Police for what district ? 

A.—Over eight districts, the whole of the north country, that is Temis- 
kaming, Nipissing, Sudbury—but I am License Inspector of Sudbury and 
Temiskaming— 

QAE? any rate you are District Inspector, and you have under you a 
number of officers in the north country ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How many have you? 

A.—TI cannot tell you exactly the number. 

Q.—Both officers enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act and Provin- 
cial policemen ? . 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—You are in charge of the whole law enforcement in that large dis- 
trict ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—You go up to Cochrane ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.— You go beyond Cochrane? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—How long have you been with the Department? 

A.—17 years, since 1905. 

(.—And I am told the people up there do not want us to take you away ? 

A.—I do not know about that, sir. 

Mr. McCrea: He is a good officer. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Something has been said here, something was said 
in the House about a man named Stagg ? 

AY 

Q.—Who IL heliere was a returned soldier ? 

A.—yYes. A Distinguished Service man. 

Q.—Just give me your official connection with Stagg, whatever it was? 

A.—I hired him to do some special work in Cochrane. 

Q.—You hired him on your own responsibility ? 

A.—Absolutely, sir, and he worked for me I think in all 36 days, from 
the 26th April to the 1st or 2nd June, 1921. 

Mr. Hatcrow: You have that responsibility from the Government 
to hire a person if you wish ? 

A.—Yes, as License Inspector of the Temiskaming District. 

Q.—Consequently the government would be responsible for any person | 


you engaged ? 
A.—No, I have to do that; I am responsible for the men I hire, absol- 


utely. 
Q.—They accept the men that you recommend to be engaged ? 


A.—No sir, I am directly responsible to my superior for the men I en- 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: You are directly responsible to the Department 
here in Toronto ? | 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Usually, if you require special officers they send up from Toronto? 

A.—Sometimes, but for the last three or four years I have been hiring 
some of my own. 

Q.—It is a long way? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—They have given you some discretion in the way of bringing on men 
for special work ? 

A.—Chairman Flavelle gave me that. 

- Q.—You have always had it since that ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you employ Stagg? 

A.—Yes, I did. 

Q.—Did you make inquiries before you hired him ? 

A.—I have known him for some time before I hired him, and District 
Inspector Moore knew him. 

Q.—What did you know about him? 

A.—I knew nothing against him whatsoever; he is a good straightfor- 
ward honorable man. 

- Q.—Speaking of the time you hired him did you know anything against 

him ? 

A.—Absolutely nothing. 

Q.—How long did you know him ? 

A.—I must have known him for a year before that. 

Q.—Living right there? 

A.—He was around South Porcupine. 

Q.—He was something of an athlete? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—A boxer and so on? 
A.— Yes. 


' Q.—You had a report on him from somebody else ? 
A.—District Inspector Moore knew him. 
~Q.—Is he here? 
A.—Yes, — 
Q.—What report did he make on him? 
A.—Very favourable. yay 
Q.—You employed him to assist you generally, or was it in some spe 
cial work? 
A.—Special work trying to clean up the blind piggers in Cochrane. 
- Q.—He was with you for thirty-six days ? 
 A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did he do useful work for you? 
A.—Very useful. 
Q.—Did he appear in Court as a witness ¢ 
A.—Yes. : 
Q.—How many times? 
A.—Just those cases we ¢ 





leaned up in Cochrane. 
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Q.—In that cleaning up business ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did those parties plead guilty? 

A.—Some did and some fought the cases. 

‘().—He was called as a witness in some cases ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And some of the cases he was in the parties pleaded guilty ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Was there any charge against him made whilst he was with you ? 

A.—I understand there was a charge laid before Major Gridley for an 
indecent assault on a young lady. 

Q.—Did you inquire into that ? 

A.—TI did; I never could make anything out of it; there was nothing, 
neither a summons nor a warrant issued. | 

().—You would know about that? 

A.—Yes; I was never requested to see he was arrested. ; 

Q.—Did you form any opinion as to the genuineness of this charge? 

A.—I did; my opinion was there was no foundation for it. k 

Q.—You still think Stage is a decent fellow ? 

A.—I think so; I have no reason to think otherwise. 

Q.—Why did you let him go? 

A.—Because we were through with him, there was no more use em- 
ploying him in that district; they knew him. 

Q.—Did he stay there some time after that? 

A.—He has been back there more than once since. 

Q.—Is there any warrant for him now? 

A.—No sir, not to my knowledge. 

Q.—In your hand? 

A.—No, 

Q.—This is the way it was put by Mr. Lennox in a speech he made in 
the House : “Will you deny that one of the most miserable creations of life 
was in your employment in Cochrane and criminally assaulted two young 
girls’—would you speak of this man Stagg as one of the most miserable 
creations of life? | 

A.—I think Hon. Mr. Lennox has been misinformed on that point; 
that is my opinion. 

@.—Have you ever heard of a frame-up against officers trying to do — 
their duty by the bootleggers ? | : . 

A.—TI certainly have. I have just come down from one recently. There 
was one in Kirkland Lake, a charge laid, and we went up there, the Crown 
Attorney and Mr. Atkinson— - : 

Q.—Is that the case about which we have been reading something in 
the papers ? 

A.—Yes, and the blind piggers pleaded guilty, and the charge was 
withdrawn against Chief Johnston’s men. 

Q.—That was a case very similar to this, a frame-up against, what was 
the officer’s name? 

A.—Boulion. 

Q.—He was accused of having kept a house of ill repute? 


4 


' 
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A.—And sold liquor too. 

Q.—That the Magistrate found was an absolute frame-up? 

A.—They did not go ahead with it, they withdrew; the Magistrate was 
right there and he was there to try the case, and they said we are with- 
drawing it. 

Q.—That is the case in which the bootleggers made the charges and 
then wanted the police officers to lay the informations ? 

A.—Yes; and we refused to do it until we had time to investigate. 

Q.—And that was I take it for the purpose o 

A.—Discrediting— 

Q.—Discrediting your witnesses and getting rid of these charges ? 

A.—Yes; they were Chief Johnston’s men, Chief Johnston’s witnesses. 

Q.—That is the case in which the blind piggers pleaded guilty to all 
the charges ? ‘ 3 

A.—Yes: I think some of these gentlemen that made those statements 
are in the bush and not to be found. 

Q.—Not the lawyers I suppose é 

A.—No, he has not gone yet; he was glad to withdraw them. 

Q.—Your opinion is having investigated the matter, that this charge 








against Stagg for having committed something improper was a frame-up ‘ 


| 






- A.—I am of that opinion. 

Q.—You still have confidence in Stagg? 

A.—Absolutely. 

Q.—I am glad to hear you say so, because I was afraid from the 
particularity of the charge that Stagg had been guilty of something? 

A.—I do not think so. 

Q.—Have you ever known in your experience of 17 years of officers 
being employed by the Department who were criminals and thugs in the 


enforcement of the Temperance laws ! 


A.—Absolutely no, not to my knowledge. 

Q.—What are your instructions 4 . 7 

A.—My instructions in the last two years have made it almost impossible 
to employ men because there is so much red tape. 

Q.—They have to show too clean a record, is that what you mean? 

A.—Yes; I have quit employing the men, I am afraid of getting in 


| trouble. 


Mr. Jonnsron (Simcoe): How long since you got these rigid in- 

structions ¢ | 

A.—Roughly speaking about two years. | 

Q.—Before that it was not quite so rigid’ 

A.—Not so rigid. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Perhaps the Committee may be interested to know 
‘what the conditions of law enforcement are to-day in your district; you 
‘say you cover the whole north country really ? 









| A.—I can speak shortly with regard to the Temiskaming district; I 
think with regard to the District of Temiskaming it 1s 1n very good shape, 
= clean as it can be. 

Q.—Has it ever been better ? 
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A.—I doubt it. They are making a lot of liquor there, but the Pro- 
vincial Police are busy all the time, getting them right along. 

Q.—And the Dominion Police too? 

A.—Yes, the Dominion Police are assisting. 

Mr. Frereavson: There is not as much activity in the mines as there — 
formerly was? 

A.—Not in that district. 

Q.—Not the same opportunity to do business ? 

A.—Not in Cobalt, but there is around Timmins. 

Q.—There are a lot of bootleggers and private stills around Timmins? 

A.—Sure there are. | 

Mr. McCrea: Did you say that you made inquiries about Mr. Stagg 
after these charges were laid as to whether there was any truth in them or not? © 

A.—I did. 

Q.—Where did you make the inquiries ? 

A.—Around Cochrane. 

Q.—Did you go and see Magistrate Dempsey ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Was there a charge laid against him? 

A.—No sir; I understand the information should have been laid before 
Magistrate Dempsey, because he was at that time the Police Magistrate for 
the district, but apparently the charge was laid before Major Gridley, for 
what reason I don’t know. 

Q.—Major Gridley said he would not take the charge, and directed 
those who wished to to lay the charge before Magistrate Dempsey, so that if 
there was none taken before Major Gridley you are sure there was none at 
all before Magistrate Dempsey ? 

A.—I don’t think so. 

Q.—Did you ask Magistrate Dempsey ? 

A.—I am perfectly sure there was not. 

Q.—Did you ask Magistrate Dempsey ? 

A.—Yes sir; I discussed it with Magistrate Dempsey. 

Q.—And he said there was no charge laid? 


A.—No. 
@.—And he did not issue any warrant? 
A.—WNo. 


Q.—How long did you say he continued in the employ of the government 

A.—This thing is all sprung on me; I am giving you to the best of my 
memory ;I think it was 36 days, from the 26th April to the 1st June 1921. 

@.—You do not approve of a returned soldier with a button on going 
to another returned soldier with a button on and asking him to have a drink or | 
to give him a drink ? 

A.—I don’t know exactly what you mean—in his private house if he 
wants to—— 

Q.—Outside on the street, would you approve of one soldier in the 
employ of the government in this work going to another soldier and with the 
spirit that exists between the soldiers Q 

A.—Oh no, all instructions are not to coax a man to break the law, 
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but simply go after the men that are in the business and go in and clean up 


in an honorable way. 


Q.—Major Gridley said this morning that this man Stagg, who was 


, wearing a button, did go to him and asked him if he knew where he could 


_ get a drink, and asked him after he came out of church one night if he knew 











where he could get a erock—you would not approve that ? 

A.—Unless Major Gridley was in the habit of going to these places 
and knew where they were, perhaps Stage thought that, and that he was a 
man who might give him information about them; of course I don’t know 


about that. 


'Q.—Have you seen Stage since then? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Where is he now? 

A.—I am not sure. His home is in Toronto. 

Q.—Did you ask Stage about this matter? 

A.—He absolutely denied it. 

Q.—Did you make any inquiry about a boxing bout that was put on? 
A.—Yes; that is the way he got in with the boys. 

@.—He used that as part of his game to round the bootieggers up ? 
A.—Yes. That is why the boys were sore because he put it over them. 


That is the whole thing in a nutshell, because he got next to the blind piggers 
and was a good fellow, and got information as to where they were selling 


liquor. 
Q.—Did you know he was representing himself as a returned soldier 


and a Y.M.C.A., boxer? 


A.—He might have done. 
Q.—That would have been all right as part of his game? 
‘A.—A man has to have some camouflage; he cannot go out and say he 


1s a detective. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: He was a boxer? 

A.—A good boxer. : 

@.—And he may have been a Y.M.C.A., man for anything you know? 

(No answer). 

Mr. Crarxe: Any reason why a man couldn’t be a good Y.M.C.A., man 
and a good boxer? 

A.—None whatever. 

’ Mr. Fsrevsox: You are known all over the north country ? 

A.— Yes. . 

Q.—You did not have much trouble in enforcing the law? 

A.—None whatever; everybody treats me very well. 

Q.—You do not have to employ any objectionable methods at all ? 

A.—To my knowledge I never have; I do not care to do it, and my 
instructions are against it. 

Q.—Who employed Mr. Stage? 

A.—I employed him. 

Q.—This is a letter from the Executive Secretary of the Y.M.C.A., 
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Mr. J. W. Hopkins: 
“Toronto, June 8th, 1921. _ 


“H, C. Griprey, Esq., 
Justice of the Peace, 


Box 41, Cochrane, Ontario. 


“Dear Sir: 


With further reference to your communications by wire and letter re-_ 
garding J. Stagg, I have to advise you that we have been unable to obtain 
any information about this man as he does not appear to be in any way 
connected with the Y.M.C.A. in any of the Toronto branches. I regret the 
fact of his having used the name of the Y.M.C.A. in any connection and I 
appreciate the interest which you have taken in this matter with a view to 
having the Association put right in the community as we should not be held 
responsible for the conduct of any man who seeks to take advantage of and 
make capital out of the Y.M.C.A. 


“T am returning as you requested the handbill sent us. 


Yours sincerely, 
(Sgd.) J. W. Hopxins, 


Executive Secretary.” 


A.—I could not tell you whether he was a Y.M.C.A. member or not. 

Mr. Hatcrow: I was just called out and requested by Mr. Smith, Ex 
Provincial Officer, to see if he could be called to give evidence this morning. — 
I would ask Col. Lennox if he has any objection to his being called at the 
present time. 

Mr. Brackwetu: As I said Mr. Moore is here. , 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Mr. Blackwell, you have already said you 
were License Inspector for some seventeen years 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—It has also been said by a very reputable member of the Committee 
that you are a good officer ? 

Mr. McCrea: He is a good officer. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): From your observation, you saw the class 
of men here, the class of operators used to-day in the enforcement of the law, 
how do the class of men compare that you are employing to-day with the 
class of men you employed fifteen years prior to two years ago? 

A.—I had not the authority to employ them fifteen years ago. 

Q.—Tell the Committee how your instructions compare to-day as to th 
employment of men? le 

A.—I had not the power to employ men in those days. 

Q.—Prior to 1919? | 

A.—Since 1918 I have had the power to employ these men, and my | 
instructions are getting stricter and stricter all the time, in fact the last six | 


= 
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months I have not employed a man at all because there js so much red tape 
about it that I am scared to do it. : 
Q.—As a good officer that every man and woman has every confidence in, 
you feel that you are personally responsible for any one you employ to do 
~ work for you? 
A.—Absolutely. I am responsible to my superior officers. 


Honovrasre Mr. Raney: Inspector Moore is here, and it will take only 
a few minutes to examine him. 


Inspector Walter T. Moore, sworn; Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney. 
Q.—You are District Inspector, are you? 

A.—I am now, stationed at Cobalt. 

@.—You have a number of districts under your charge too? 





A.—Yes. 
bie Q.—And a number of officers 2 
‘ _ A—Yes. 


Q.—How long have you been with the Department ? 
A.—Over four years in the north country. 

Q.—The specific thing I called you for was with regard to Stagg, who 
has been referred to ? 
A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Mr. Blackwell says that you knew him and that he spoke to you 
about him ? 
| A.—I did. | 
Q.—What did you know about Stagg? 
A.—I think I recommended Stagg to Mr. Blackwell in the first piace; 
_he has been a first-class man. I knew him previous to this engagement for 
about a year, first at Dome Mines, and a returned soldier, and I knew him 
| personally. 
' Q.—What estimate would you make of his character ? 
| A.—I thought he would be a good officer for the work. 
a Q.—Have you had any reason to change your mind? 
_ A.—None whatever. 
Q.—You heard about some of these things that have been said ? 
A.—Yes. I attended Inspector Blackwell on this raid. 
Q.—This particular time ? 





_ A—Yes. 

> Q.—Where Stagg was employed ? 

3 A.—Yes. | | 

| Q.—How did Stage perform his duties ¢ 


A.—Fine, well satisfied. | . 
Q.—This language was used in the House by one of the Members with re- 


gard to Mr. Stagg; addressing the Attorney-General the Member inquired : 
“OWin you deny that one of the most miserable creations of life”—would 
that describe Stagg ? 

A.—No sir. 

@.—A returned man? 

+} A.—No sir. 
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Q.—With, I understand a very fine military record ? 

A.—I understand: so. 

Q.—‘“Will you deny that one of the most fnddorabie chestidtis of hfe was 
in your employ at Cochrane and criminally assaulted two young girls?” 

A.—I do not believe it. 

Mr. Frreuson: Was he charged with that by anybody ? 

A.—He was, I understand. 

Hon. Mr. Rawny: You have heard I suppose, as Mr. Blackwell says he 
has, of frame-ups by bootleggers ? 

A.—Certainly. I investigated that matter up there for Mr. Atkinson. 

Q.—That is the recent case? 

A.—At Swastika. 

Q.—The newspapers have had reports about it 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In which two lawyers came forward with these defendants and 
accused the man who was laying the information with having been the keeper 
of a disorderly house ? 3 A 

A.—Yes, and selling liquor. : 

Q.—And they wanted him arrested ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q@.—And the officers looked into the matter and refused to have him 
arrested ? 

A.—Inspector Blackwell and myself investigated the thing, and we 
found out there was nothing to it whatever, and refused to lay the information, 

Q.—And these men against whom charges were laid for breach of the 
Ontario Temperance Act came in at Swastika 

A.—Yes, and pleaded guilty. 

Q.—AI] of them ? 





A.—Yes,: | 
Mr. Fereuson: That is the Kirkland Lake district ? 
Ay Gs. 


Hon. Mr. Ranuy: What was the charge against Boulio (or Boulion) ? 

A.—There was a charge of selling che against him and also a charge of 
keeping a bawdy house. They were both withdrawn; Mr. Mitchel informed 
the Magistrate that the char ge would be withdrawn. 

O= pid you yourself investigate those charges 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What conclusion did you come to? 

A.—I came to the conclusion the week previous that there was nothing 
to them, that they were a frame-up. 

Q. —What would you say about the char ge against this young man Sta ge! 

A.—TI did not investigate that myself, just ‘baliat I heard discussed, but 
my opinion 

Mr. Frereuson: His opinion is not evidence. 

A.—Stagg is a man that would not do such a thing, I am sure. 

. Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Blackwell says he has been about that country 
See 

A.—Yes, and I have seen him several times since. 


Mr. Curry: Is there any warrant or information for him, to your know- 
ledge? 
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 A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Did you inquire about it? 

A.—Not personally. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Blackwell covered: that ? 
A.—I was only Provincial Constable at the time. 
Mr. McCrea: Is Stage working now as an officer for the Government ? 
hi A:—Not to. my knowledge; I do not think go. 

me ~©>0sosHon. Mr. Raney: One general question; have you in your experience 
ever known any thug or criminal to be employed by this Department in 
-enforeing the Ontario Temperance Act ? 
| 
| 





A.—No. 
Q.—Or any other law? 
; A.—No; very careful in picking the men in our districts. 
| Mr. Fereuson: They employ their own up there ? 
A.—Not always. : 
Mr. McCrea: Q.—You say the conditions around Cobalt and as far 
as the northern country is concerned are good ¢ 
A.—I believe at the present time they are. There are always some out- 
breaks here and there. 
} 


) Mr. Halerow said that Ex-Provincial Officer Smith wanted to know 
if he could be called to give evidence. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: I am not calling him; unless Mr. Lennox wishes to 
all him. 


Cor. Lennox: If he wants to be examined all right, I will call him. 





Samuel Smith, sworn. 


Cor. LewNox: You were some time a Provincial Officer 2 
A.—I was. 

Q.— How long ?. 

A.—Fourteen months. 

Mr. Frrevson: Where? 

| A.—The City of Toronto. 

Q.—Is that your home? 





A.—Yes. 
' Q.—Is that where you are living now? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—When did you stop working in the Department? 
A.—February 2nd, this year. 
, Q.—Why? 
_ A.—Because I thought the Department was too crooked for me. 
 Q—What do you mean by that ? 
A.—Too crooked for me. 
~~ Q.—What do you mean by that? 
'A.—On November 29th, 1920 iat 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I understand he was with the Department for a while ? 
| A.—As Provincial Officer. ie pie 
Mr. Lennox: I will bring that out clearly; you were a Provincial Officer ? 
A.—I was. | 
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Q.—With’ whom ? 

A.—With Mr. Hammond. 

Q.—You quit in February of this year ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Mr. Curry: You were there about one year? 

A.—I was with the Flying Squad. 

Mr. Lennox: Were you brought up to the Buildings here lately to give 
your story ? | 

A.—Yes, I was told and ’phoned that I was to be here on Tuesday morn- 
ing at nine-thirty. 

Q.—Last Tuesday morning ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who did you see ? 

A.—I saw nobody. 

Q.—Who took your evidence? 

A.—This gentleman here (referring to Mr. Lovering). 

Mr. Ferauson: What is he talking about—what are you talking about? — 

A.—Referring to Hamilton when Mr. Jeffrey was supposed to be drunk — 
and abusing a woman. : 

Mr. Lennox: Was it taken down in shorthand ? 

A.—I believe it was. | 

Q.—I do not understand this; you were brought up by Mr. Lovering last 
Tuesday and asked to tell about this— | 

A.—Hamilton affair. 

Q.—And you told Mr. Lovering what you knew about it? 

A.—I did. 

Q.—Was what you told to him taken down by anybody ? 

A.—It was taken down by some young lady in his office. 

Q.—Was it read over to you! 

A.—It was not. 

Q.—You did not sign anything ? 

A.—TI did not. 

Q.—What was your story ? 

A.—My story was 

Mr. Curry: You have been subpoenaed to this Committee before that 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You have been here in attendance regularly— 

Mr. Lennox: Have you been subpoenaed ? 

A.—No, I was called on the ’phone. 

Mr. Curry: You have been here for more than last Tuesday ? 

A.—WNo sir. 

Q.—You have been about this hall? 

A.—Tuesday was my first appearance. 

Q.—Of this week ¢ 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Perhaps you are right ? 
A.—Yes. 


(.—You were here last week ? 


A.—No. 
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Q.—I thought you were ? 

iy A.—No. 
Mr. Frerevuson: What were you asked when you got up here, what hap- 
pened ? 

A.—I was asked— | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I have his statement, and we will shorten matters 
up a whole lot. 

Mr. Frreuson: I want to see how it came? 

A.—The conditions of Mr. J effrey whether he was sober or drunk, and 


_ the abuse that he used on this woman. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Shorten it a whole lot, because we have your statement 
here, and if it is not right you correct me: 

“Statement of Samuel Smith, Ex-Provincial Officer, made May 22, 
1922,”—the Committee will recall the charge made against Jeffrey of being 
drunk and misusing a woman; you were one of the officers who went with 
Jetfrey ? : : 

A.—Yes. 

Q.— (Reading statement): “The day we went to Hamilton, I believe it 
was on the 30th or 31st August. We attended to the Court in Toronto and 
after lunch we proceeded to Hamilton and the marked money was given to 
operator Wiles and he entered the house’—is that Mrs. Frier’s house? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.— (Continues reading) “I allowed him a limited time to purchase and 


- then I raided the place. To the best of my recollection, I was first officer in. 
I told the woman to sit down in the chair where the operators were sitting 


\ 





around the table. I believe the money was produced on the table and it 


corresponded with my book and Mr. Jeffrey’s book which I previously gave 


to the operator”— you got the money you had marked? 
A.—I did. 
Q.—“Then this woman Mrs. Frier was placed under arrest by me. She 


_ asked permission to go to the street and fetch her little children before we took 


her to the station. Permission was given her. I went with her, the front 
door being opened and as soon as she got on to the sidewalk she ran clean 
up the sidewalk and screamed something in foreign tongue after which there 


_was an awful crowd gathered and I saw with my own eyes several knives 


flashing. I at once seized her by the right arm, left hand on the wrist and 
right hand on the triceps. I ran her back down the sidewalk and put her into 
the car pretty quick. Mr. Jeffrey also jumped into the car and there was 
a crowd then of about one hundred people gathered in that short space of time. 
I told the driver then to drive straight on and never mind the crowd. I was 
afraid they might board the car. She was violent on the way to the station. 
When we got to the station she was taken out of the car and there charged 
by Mr. Jeffrey. The woman was not dragged out of the car nor she was 


not roughly treated. She got out of the car of her own accord and by the 
assistance of Mr. Jeffrey and myself. Jeffrey had one arm and I had the 


other. The woman was not searched by Jeffrey, myself, or any of the other 
Provincial Officers. It is contrary to our instructions and our custom to search 
Women prisoners. Mr. Jeffrey was not drunk nor under the influence of 
liquor during any of these proceedings nor had he had any liquor to drink 
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unless perhaps he may have tasted some in the house of Mrs. Friar. I do 
not believe he did taste it. The next morning when the woman was brought 
before the Police Magistrate, the Police Magistrate and the Court Officers were 
indignant and the Police Magistrate asked why we should get a warrant 
from an outside Magistrate for use in Hamilton. Mr. Jeffrey told him 
that if we had got the warrant here (Hamilton) we would never have made an 
arrest. ) 
“Money used at Mrs. Frier’s house was part of following: 
$1.00 Letter N. 871984-C (Dom. of Canada) 
: (<3 ‘<3 


$1.00 : M. 969550-C-Dd  “ 
$1.00 ‘s R. 481058-C-Co “ “ 2 
$2.00 “ L. 101570-A roe Ae sf 
$2.00 ei L. 9488138-D “Ten oA rf 
$2.00 c L. 3853865-B £< ALewes ff 
$5.00 167175-C (Standard Bank) 
$5.00 139871-C f f 
Those are all from your memorandum ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—“I was with the City ‘Flying Squad’”’—I presume you mean Scott 
and Ward ? is 

Q.—* for a few days and then I engaged with Mr. Hammond from 
the 10th Nov. 1921, to the 2nd Feb. 1922, when I resigned of my own : 
free will. I was in the army about nineteen years altogether. I enlisted — 
in 1914 in the C.E.F. and served until 1919, was honourably discharged with — 
rank of Sergeant and was acting as Drill Instructor”—that statement is all | 
true @ 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—We will put that in? 
A.—Yes. 


—Statement of Samuel Smith of 200 Sherbourne Street, ex-Provincial 
Officer, May 22nd, 1922, filed as an Exhibit. ; 
Mr. Lennox: After you made the statement, tell me what took place? 
A.—After I gave my evidence there he asked me why I resigned. 
Q.—Who asked’? 
_A.—Mr. Lovering. I told him, I says, “I don’t wish to say.” He says, 
“T have a right to know.” I said, “I would rather not tell you.” So he said, 
“J have a right to know,” Then I said, “If you will insist on knowing I will 
tell you.” I said, “The Department is too crooked for me.” 
' ‘Mr. Ferevuson: He did not take that down ? 
A.—No. 
Mr. Lennox: Where was that said ? 
A.—In his office. 
().—The same time ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Immediately afterwards? 
A.—Yes. ) 


Mr. Hatcrow: Were there any witnesses ? 
A.—The young woman what took it down. 
Q.—Tell me what took place ? 
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Q.—Who said ? : : 
, A.—Mr. Lovering; I went out there, and he asked me, ““Have you seen 
Col. Lennox?’ T said. “N Gy luhave not.’.:. He says, “Are you going to tell 
him that?’ T said, “Certainly am.” He said, “You don’t have to.” I says, 
_ “No, I know I don’t, have to.” I says, ‘“‘I am called here by the Department 
and they will get the truth whether I offend or please.” 
. Q.—Go along. | 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Go on. 
| A.—That is ali for that. 
~~ Q.—Tell us all that took place between you and Mr. Lovering ? 
pe A.—That was all. | 
Mr. Crarxe: You did not give your reasons; you did not go on and 
explain what the crookedness was, did you? 
| A.—Yes, I did. : 
Q.—That is important ? 
A.—TI told him on the 29th November, 1920— 
Mr. Lennox: Who is that? 3 
A.—Mr. Lovering; I had occasion to go to a place on McCaul Street 
to raid | | . 
| -Q.—Was this the same day ? 

A.— Yes. ae 
| Q.—The occasion that you, went to make the raid was on the 29th 
November ? 
me A.—Yes. 
~ Mr. Curry: When was it you told this? bs 
_ A.—Last Tuesday; and I went to Mr. Ayearst and asked him for the 
wsistance of two officers, which was granted me, Courrian and Cross, Te 
‘aid, “They are two good men.” T took them on the raid that night, and the 
yoth officers were drunk. I separated those two officers, put one with Mr. 
Yharlton and Courian with myself. Courian went down McCaul Street 
nd returned with one of Mr. Ayearst’s confederates, Abe Applebaum, the 
‘lotorious bootlegger from Detroit. : 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You speak of Mr. Abe Applebaum being a confederate 
f Mr. Ayearst’s ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Ayrarstr: He is a liar. 

~A.—Don’t you tell me I am a liar. | 

Hon, Mr. Ranry: Remember you are on oath ? 

A.—That is what I am here for. , 

Mr. Curry: I do think that nobody has a right to make statements of that 
nd at all, that anybody is a liar; he is under oath, and if he is swearing to 
hat is untrue he is liable. | yee Mere 
ae Mr. Lennox: Never mind Mr. Ayearst ; don’t bring him in unnecessarily ¢ 

A.—If I am to give evidence on the part of the Government or against 
e Government I want to give it without interruption, shah 
"Mr. Curry: Give it without having regard to whom it is in eke of 
against. You did speak to me in the hall with respect to your testimony ? 


me.— Yes. 
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Q.—Let me see what I said to you about what you should do ¢ 

A.—To tell the truth. 

Q.—No matter who it hurt? 

‘A.—You know that by my evidence I have given on two hundred cases. 

Q.—I told you to tell the truth no matter who it hurt 

A.—Yes. When Mr. Applebaum got out of this car he went opposite 
252 McCaul Street, the place of Miss Villian Spring, and within a few 
seconds there were seven or eight of the neighbors come to the door. I ran 
from the front of the house to the rear and informed Mr. Charlton that 
we had been double crossed, and to strike right away. T ran back and took 
my position in the front and through the front door. Courian pushed 
this young woman Lillian Spring down on the sofa and used abusive 
language, and the operators got sore at that behavior and they wanted to fight 
with the officers. 

Mr. Frercuson: Q.—Who did? 

A.—The operators. | 

Q.—Their names ? 

_ A.—Wiles and Sparn (4). 

Q.—They wanted to fight with whom ¢ ‘ 

A.—Courian. I said, “Boys, don’t start to spoil my career; 1 am just a 
beginner.” Everything went right, the money was found and a prosecution 
was registered against them of $1,500. | 

Hon. Mr. Ranney: A fine was imposed ? : 

A.—Yes. I reported to Mr. Ayearst the following morning on the re 
quest of the operators of the behavior of the officers. He said, “All right, 
Mr. Smith, I will see into it.” There was no more said to my knowledge. 

How. Mr. Ranry: Do you mean you made a verbal report to Mr. Ayearst! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What was the report, to what effect ? 

A.—Of the officers being drunk and the behavior of the officers. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Who were the officers who were drunk? ip 

A.—Courian and Cross, and I said to Mr. Ayearst, I said, “If that girl 
takes action against the Department I will certainly give evidence on her 
behalf.” . 

Q.—Did the parties plead guilty, or did Courian and Charlton give 
evidence ? . 

A.—We gave evidence. 

Mr. Curry: Courian and Cross are the two men who were drunk. 

Mr. Raney: Did they give evidence? 


N 





A.—I don’t believe they did. 

Mr. Hatcrow: Do you touch liquor at all? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Ever to excess at all? 

A.—No. 


Q.—Ever been drunk ? 

A.—Yes, I have been drunk. 

Mr. Lennox: A man could not be a sailor and not be drunk ? = 
A.—There was no more said. ; 
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A.—No; I knew what would be the con 
5 Mr. Curry: What would that be? 
Pp A.—My dismissal. 
Mr. McCrea: Whom do you say was in this car when it came up ? 
‘ A.—Courian and Abe Applebaum. 
Mr. Lennox: Go on with the rest, what else ? 
. A.—That was all on that‘ oc 
or not I do not know. 
} Mr. Curry: What else was there ? ae 
Mr. McCrea: Why do you say that Mr. Abe 
_you to say was a confederate of My. Ayearst’s ? 
A.—TI still say it. 
Q.—Why do you say that? PEON: 

- A.—Because he is always in his office, Abe Applebaum, hours upon a 
time, and I have drawn Mr. Hammond’s attention to it, and also in Mr. 
-Montgomery’s office. | ean 
—  Q.—Is that the only reason for saying he is a confederate ¢ 
A.—I certainly say. \ epee of Bh 
|. Mr. Crarxe: You have no knowledge outside of the fact of his being in 
the office ? 3 
| A.—No. 


i Tur Cuarrman: You say the Department is crooked ; to substantiate that 
! you say that Courian and Cross were drunk, and they abused this girl, that is 
the reason why you believe the Department was crooked— . 
Mr. Frrauson: No; he says he reported to Ayearst and he says Ayearst 
did not do anything so far as he knows. Ay | 

Mr. McCrea: He stayed on after that with that knowledge. 

A.—Then I believe it was in March—no, February, that Mr. Ayearst 
wanted Mr. Hammond to hire Nathan Slavin’s ear, I believe it was on a 
Wednesday if I am not mistaken; Mr Hammond asked the charges and he 
said, “two dollars per hour.” I said to Mr. Hammond, “If you employ 
that man to drive us I will quit right now, because he is a bootlegger.” The 
far was not hired, not to my knowledge. A month after that we had our 
own car and we used that. On the 16th June, 1921, I had oeeasion to send 
an operator to 123 University Ave. 7 

Q.—Name? 
_ A.—Belland. gt Ox. 
_ Mr. Curry: What is the right name? Had you a man named Belland ? 
Mr. Ayxarsr: Walter Belland worked with Mr. Hammond: and with 
Mr. Sarvis both. He is in the city and can be got any time. i 

A.—TI sent them to 123 U niversity Ave. to purchase liquor, which he done, 
" arrested this woman and charged her under the B.O.T.A. Before the case 
ame into Court the following morning she asked for a remand. - Before she 
‘ave any evidence in the Court she was in Mr Ayearst’s office conversing the 
ase there and Mr. Ayearst said to Belland,—or exeuse me said to Mrs. Harris, 
he woman I arrested, “I will fire the damn scoundrel”’— 


Were you ever drunk when you were: acting for the 


sequence, 


casion. Whether Mr. Ayearst took, any action 


Applebaum, 43 understand 
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Q.—Mr. Ayearst said this to whom? | 

A.—To Mrs. Harris. | 

Mr. Crarke: Did Ayearst say, “damn scoundrel ?” | | 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—I would not have thought it. 

Mr. Curry: Were you there in Mr. Ayearst’s office ¢ 

A.—I was outside. } 

Mr. McCrea: Did you hear this said ? 

A.—I did. I -went away to my own office. 

Tur Cuarrman: Whom did he mean by scoundrel ? 

A.—Belland. I went away to my own office, and Belland left Mr. Ayearail 
and come to me and reported to me that Mr. Ayear st was interfering with his) 
case. I went to Mr. Ayearst in the presence of Mrs. Harris mii Belland | 
and said to Mr. Ayearst, “This is no place to converse with any of my, 
vases. The Magistrate of Toronto, that is the place to deal with them.” He 
said, “That is enough from you,” and I got out and took my position in my) 
own office. © | | 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What happened to the case? | 

A.—The case was a little mancuvering she got her sister to assume the: 
responsibility and she got fined $1,500 and costs and I believe thirty days. | 

Mr. Ranney: That was pretty serious, was it not? 

Mr. Curry: And the other was a second offense against the other one? — 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—The sister came in and took it? 

~ A.—Mrs. ‘Harris is Mrs. Gold’s sister. 

Q.—And she went to jail, did she? 

A.—No, the money was paid right there. 

Mr. Frrauson: The sister took it as a first offence to avoid 

A.—The husband could not take. it’ because he had been 

Mr. McCrea: You mean the name of the person Samegeaks was change 
to another name? | | 

A.—We did not change it. Mrs. Gold, her sister, assumed the ie! 
sponsibility ; she said she sold the liquor. She pleaded ouilty. | 

Mr. McCrea‘ Nothing was done. to Mrs. Harris ? 


| 








Q 








| 


A.—No. °° 
Mr. Crarke: That was not jane by the Department ? 
A.—No. 


{ 


Mr. Curry: Whom was that done by ? 

A.—By the eas by the woman coming up and pleading ouilty 
that she sold it. | 

Q.—At ‘Phe instance; do you know who prosecuted 

Mr. Frercuson: It was a lawyer. there! 

A.—The Crown Attorney. 

Mr. Curry: It could not be ee without the consent of the Crown 
Attorney. Get the facts that way. 

Hon: Mai Raney: Go on. | 

A.—That is all. ) 

Mr. Curry: Who is Mrs. Harris ? 

A.—Mrs. Harris is a sister of Mrs. Gold. 


i 
' 
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Q.—Where does Mrs. Gold live? 
A.—123 University Ave. 
Q.—Has she been up before this? emia 3 
A.—No. Her husband had; we had her husband. 
Q.—Is Mrs. Harris the woman that js about the Court so: often ? 
A.— Yes. | 
@.—Continuously there pretty near? 
A.—Yes, and causes trouble for the Toronto police. ve 
Mr. Frreuson: They were dividing up the honors amongst the family. 
Mr. Ranzy: Are there any more cases ? | 
| A.—I understand that when a man is drunk with the Department he 
would be dismissed. I ask you, sir, why was not Courrian’ dismissed ? 
Hon. Mr. Ranry: You ask me that question Fue tk ahi ts 
A.—When Mr. Ayearst knows that he was arrested in’‘1919,; 2nd March, 
and was took over the Don and bailed: out by another: Provincial Officer ? 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Ayearst has already spoken! on: that case before 
_the Committee. There was one instance in which he says that Courrian did 
come to the office in‘ an intoxicated state, and that he was reprimanded and 
_ suspended. , cae a ren a 
| A.—No sir, thatis when he was 
Q.—This was another occasion was it ? 
A.—Yes. | : : 
| Q.—I will answer you by saying I do not know anything about it, 
if it is true. | | | 
Mr. Ayxarsr: That was before your time. 
Hon. Mr. Ranuy: Mr. Ayearst says it was before my time; so I suppose 
I would not be responsible. i> an oi 
A.—I am not accusing you at all. | 
Mr. Curry: Mr. Budway just rose there and asked why you were not 
discharged for being drunk? 7 BPS. tio | 3 
A.—TI was never drunk. . Pecisagiity 
Mr. Curry: Let us get them all that caused you to say that the Depart- 
‘ment was crooked; we have certain information. EARS 
Tue Cyarrman: You have a long list; give us them all.: 
_ A.—I would like to know why a Provincial Officer should go to a boot- 
legger’s and dictate letters to them, to frame other officers.’ ; 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Give us the facts: 
Mr. Curry: Do you know of any instance? 
A.—Yes. 
Tue CuarrMan: Give us the facts. 
A.—Courrian had set in Nathan Slavin’s house and dictated letters to 
them. 
- Q.—Who is “them” ? Path ea 
A.—Two young women there who used to write it down and take it 
across the road on Queen and get it typewritten and sent to the Department. 
Q.—Were you there? 
A.—No, but that is the information. 
Mr. Curry: Who can give us the information ? | 
A.—The letters on file. 








ee ae : 
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Q.—Who is the young woman? 
A.—Miss Bailey is one. 
Q.—Who else? 
A.—I don’t know the other woman’s name at ail 
Q.—Do you know her first name? 
A.—No. , 
Q.—Who gave you this information ? : 
A.—People around the City Hall. al 
Mr. Hatx: I don’t think this is evidence at all. Let us have a squares 
deal in this matter. | 
Hon. Mr. Ranry: The witness has told us about three inbtenées he 
knows about personally; do you know about anything else personally ? 
A.—Yes, I know I have been pointed out to 46 Richmond Street to 
bootleggers by Courrian, and also in the City. Hall, in the corridor. 
Q.—He has pointed out that you were an offer ? 
A.—Yes, and also on the Dufferin Race Track and the Woodbine. 3 
THE Cuareman: What is wrong in pointing you out as an officer? 
A.--Why do they point out any ‘officers? K 
THe Crarrman: That is what you infer? ye 
Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): How do you know that you have been pein 
out ¢ | 
A.—Because I have drawn other officers’ attention to it and say “Look | 
at him pointing here now.” | 
Q.—How do you know he was pointing you out as an officer; he might : 
have been saying “There is Mr. Smith” ? | 
Hon, Mr. Raney: Go on and give us something else. { 
A.—On the 11th May or about the 11th May 1991 T was instructed to — 
get a warrant for 182 Bathurst Street. | 
Q.—Whose place is that ? , 
A.—I found out after it was Stanley Nash’s place, one of ‘thal chet | 
witnesses in the conspiracy case. | 
Q.—Is that the Nash who got the money to go away ? 
A.—It, was. 
Q.—Who instructed you ¢ 
A.—Mr. Hammond by Mr. Ayearst’s orders. | 
Mr. Jounston: Why do you. say Mr. Ayearst’s orders, Yo you know | 
that to be a fact? | 
A.—Mr. Hammond received the instructions. | 
Q.—Did you see the instructions ? | 
A.—No, all verbal. | | 
Mr. Frravson: Go ahead and tell us the story ? | 
A.—I took the warrant for 182 Bathurst Street and I went there with | 


eee ee 


a man who. was sent with me to do the job. 
Q.—Who was that? 
A.—Max Cohen, a cousin I believe of Nathan Slavins. I took. alone 

the money and paid him and drove him in the car to Bathurst and Richmond | 

Street where I asked’ Max Cohen what were his proceedings. He said a 

will get out of the car here and walk up on that side of the street and wait: 


Wie 
a 
‘ 
. 
i 
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for a signal.” I said to him “You will do nothing of the kind ;’ I says “You 
_ report to me that you can get liquor there any time, and now you have got 
_ to wait for a signal.” | Me 
p He said “Yes, I have, Mr. Smith.” I said “If you want to go in there 
_ you will take this man with you.” He said “Like Hell I will.” He says 
_ “Mr. Ayearst told me I must do it alone.” I says “Never mind Mr. Ayearst; 
_ Mr. Ayearst is not running this job; I am running this one, and I have to 
- ive evidence in the Court.” He says “I wont do it all.” 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: Who was this? 
A.—Max Cohen. 
Q.—Where is Cohen? 
A.—TI don’t know where. : 
| Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): I object to evidence of this kind. This man 
_is parading Mr. Ayearst, and it is not evidence. He is getting a lot of 
_ notoriety in the press. : 
| Masor Totmie: As I understand this man says that he said the Depart- 
_ ment was too crooked for him to remain. The question was asked “Why is 
it you say that.” and he is answering it by giving these facts. 
Mr. Curry: What Mr. Johnston said is quite correct. What he says 
is that Max Cohen told him that Ayearst said he must do it alone. That 
portion is not evidence. There is no use trying to keep down to the strict 
rules of evidence; we can sift it. 
Tur Cuarrman: Go ahead. 
| A.—The following morning a little after nine—no, he went to Claremont 
Station and got two of the civil police. 
| Mr. Frrcuson: That same day you were out in the car? 
. A.—The same night—to do the job. I believe the civil police did go, 
and the case fell through in the Courts. 

Mr. McCrea: Did you follow up the night you were out? 

A.—WNo. 

Mr. Lennox: Is this the place that was referred to where the bottle 
was taken in? | 
A,.—Yes. 

Q.—To get a conviction ? 
A.—That is the place. 
Mr. Hatz: Do you know there were bottles taken in ? 
A.—I do not know. 
| Mr. Frrevson: What next? : 
m A The following morning Mr. Ayearst detected me in the hallway and 
said “Smith, why didn’t you do that. job as. you were ordered to? i said, 
“Mr. Ayearst, I will do it when it is square, not before.” He says, “Damn 
you, you will do what you are told.” 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: He damned you again? 

A.—He did. 

Q.—Did Mr. Lovering tell you in the hallway—there was another 
gentleman in his room at the time? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Did he-tell you in the hallway he would take any statement you 


had to make and report it to me, the Attorney-General ? 
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A.—Yes, I believe he did. | 


Hon. Mr. Ranny: I think Mr. Ayearst is very much interested in this’ 


ease, and I think he ought to have a chance to go on right away. 
Mr. Lennox: I think so. 


J. A. Ayvrarst, Recalled. © 


Hon. Mr. Raney: This witness Mr. Smith refers to Abe Applebaum 
foe been a confederate of yours? 


A.—Yes; there is not one particle of truth in anybody being a confed- 


erate of mine, Abe Applebaum or anybody else. 

Q.—Do you know Abe? 

A.—I do; I know him very well. Mr. Lennox knows I know him. He 
came to my office repeatedly trying to get back some liquor in Windsor, and Mr. 
Lennox was his counsel at the time. He came there half a dozen or a 
dozen times, but he was no confederate of mine. I told him if he could get 
it by law he could get it, not otherwise. I knew Mr. Lennox was acting for 
him, and I told him I knew no one who could act more efficiently for hing 


Tue Cuarrman: Is the statement true that he hangs around your office? 


A.—No. | 

Mr. Lennox: He was hanging .around at that time é 

A.—He came in I don’t know how many times in the office. 

Mr. Bracxiy: He was being prosecuted at. Windsor, do you remember 
that ¢ 





A.—Yes. 

(.—And he was convicted there 2 
A.—Yes. 

@.—And fined ? 

A.—Yes. 

().—That would be about the time ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And Mr. Lennox appeared for him ? 
A.—Yes. 

@.—I prosecuted him ? 

A.—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Ranny: Then he says on the 29th November 1920 Courrian 
and Cross were drunk, and he says he reported that to you? . 
A.—He never acted anything of the kind to me at any time. 
Mr. Fereuson: Did you ever know Courrian or Cross to be drunk? 
A.—I knew Courrian to be drunk, but never Cross. 
Q.—Did you know Courrian to be drunk more than once? 
A.—I knew him to be charged with being drunk, but the case was not 
carried through the Court, and I don’t know aehathor he was drunk or not. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: How long ago was that ? 


A.—Under the old government, I don’t know just when it was, 


but I did not see him. The only time I knew him to be drunk was the 
time he came to the office. 
Q.—Mr. Smith says you wanted Hammond to hire Slavin’s car? 
A.—That is absolutely true. Nathan Slavin came to the office and said 


“T am in the livery business now, we have two cars,’ and I think he said — 
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I would like if you people would use my cars sometimes.” TI said “You can 


speak to Mr. Hammond and Mr. Sarvis, they are the men who want a car, 
I do not use them at all.” TI think he did speak to Mr. Hammond, but I did 


not ask Mr. Hammond to take his cur. If I said anything to Mr. Hammond 





| 


| 


it would be “Mr. Slavin wants to have his car used because he is in the 
business; he will give it to you at the ordinary rate,” and I left them to use it. 
I would not hesitate to use his car if I wanted to use a car. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: This incident of the 16th June 1922, 123 University 
Ave., Walter Belland ? | ' 

A.—I ean teli you about that in a very few words: Walter Belland 
went to No. 123 and got the whiskey. He brought in a report he bought 
it from Mrs. Harris, who is a sister of Mrs. Gold, and two other women in 
that building. Mrs. Harris had been convicted, and I knew her by sight, 
that was all. She came w the office at that time and said to me “I did not 
sell chat whiskey to this little fellow.” I said “he says you did.” “Well” she 


says, “he is wrong.” I said “I know one thing about Walter Belland, if 


Walter Bellana says you sold it he is absolutely satisfied in his own mind 
you dia, because he is a truthful boy.’ She says “Would you keep a man 
that would frame up on any one?’ I says ‘“No, we would put him out of 
here as quick as we could if we knew them to frame up at all,” but there 
Was ho swearing about that. 

().—He says you said “I will tire the damn scoundrel ?” 

A.—That is absolutely untrue. 1f a man would go there and put 
up anything like that on anybody I would fire him the next minute, but I said 
“Walter Belland will not tell a tie; he is a truthful boy.” : She says, “Will 
you let me see him?’ [ said “I have no objections.” It is the most common 


thing in the world for these people to come to my office before their case goes 


on, but I always teave them to the Court. I said “Yes, I will let you see 
him,” and I went down to the room where the man sat, and I asked Walter 


_ Belland .to come into my office, and I said to John Charlton to come along 


to see what took place. So John Charlton came in with him, and he came in. 
She said to him as soon as he came in “Now, I am not the woman that 





sold you that liquor, am I,” or something to that effect. He said “You 
ave the woman that sold it, you are the woman that sold it and no one else.” 
‘I said “What did I tell you? ‘That boy will teil the truth; you cannot get 
fim to tell an untruth.” John Chariton and Walter went back to their 
“fovm and she went away. She said “I did not sell it, it was my sister.” 
Tsuia “That is up to the Court.” That is all that took place, and the woman 
_went away, and I never saw any more, and knew nothing about any mure, 
and I believe the sister came down and 
| Q.—Swore she was the woman that sold the liquor 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Frreuson: Swore it, or pleaded guilty ? we 

A.—TI do not know what took place. But anyway there was a conviction 
Yegistered against Mrs. Gold- HO 
Hon. Mr. Raney: You had nothing to do with it at all? 
A.—Nothing in the world. 
,Q.—That was in the hands of the Court? 
A.—Yes. 
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Q.—Then Stanley Nash, 182 Bathurst Street, instructed by Hammond, 
and he said you had instructed Hammond? | 

A.—That. is Max Cohen. Max Cohen was working I think for Mr. 
Hammond, I am not positive whether it was ernie) or Sarvis at that 


time. Ho, told-us he knew about. a number of places where they were sell-_ 


ing liquor. I inquired about his record, whether he had been convicted and 


everything of that kind; the tollow: appeared ta be absolutely straight as far 


as I could gather. 
Mr. Frerauson: He gave you @ good testimonial ? 
- A.—Yes. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I doubt if we need pursue that. 


A.—I took him in to Mr. Hammond, and Mr. Hammond had him on 
for a while. I was satisfied the man was straight, and he came to me one 


day and said “I know where they are selling wiisicy at, I suppose it is the 
place, and he said I can go there and bay? ‘I said “Go on and get the 


officers, and go and attend to it.” He said, “It is in the house where Stanley | 
Nash stays, and Stanley Nash is ivoukine for Mr. Hammond, and if I go 


to Hammond they will find out; it: will fail. ” JT says “Go into Sarvis then.” 
He went to Mr. Sarvis and Mr. Sarvis I understand was’ going to attend 


to it, but Mr. Sarvis was too busy. I did not say anything to him about 


being in Stanley Nash’s place or Stanley Nash’s mother-in-law’s. However, — 
See was busy and he went to Hammond and asked him to send two men. 
I know nothing more about it. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Why was Mr. Smith let out ? 

A.—He resigned. 

Q.—Anything else ¢ 


A.—I don’t know why he resigned. Of course I could tell, but I would 


rather not say anything further Tie that he resigned. Genéral Elliott. 


consulted both Mr. Hammond and myself about him, and we said he had | 


resigned, better let. it go at that. I do not want to blacken anybody or to 
bring anything out here that might not prove to be true. 

ie Hatt: Do you know anything why he should not have been re- 
employed or why he should have been disposed of ? 

A.—I would not like to say unless I investigated the stuff and found — 
out whether it was true. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—-Because things were reported about him that I do not want to g0 
into. ‘ 
@.—You have already said enough to set the whole province wondering! 
A.—I do not know what is the character of this man. 
().—I think you should speak ? 


{ 








A.—General Elliott has it all on record; you eould get it from him. 7 | | 


don’t know anything about it, because it was not in my, Hagges at all. 
Mr. Frereuson: You heard stories ? 
A.—Yes. 


. . e ) 
Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): You have already been asked if Courrian and_ 


Cross had been reported to you as being drunk 4 ‘ 
A.—Yes; they were not reported to me as being drunk. 
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Q.—Was the last witness Mr. Smith ever reported to you.as being drunk 
yon duty ? 5 lana 

A - A.—No. » ae fy re mR 

Reh The Committee adjourned at 1.10 p.m. te 9.30 a.m.‘ to-morrow, May 
26th, 1922. Po nel 


, 4 The Committee resumed at 9.30 am. F riday, 
— Mr. Warren: Gent] 


_be here to-day, I move t 


¥ ; 


Pusric Accounts CoMMITTER. 


May 26; 1922, 


emen, in view of the fact that the Chairman cannot 
hat Mr. Curry take the Chair: Pak eae 


Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): I second the motion. 





| ® Motion carried. Mr. Curry took the Chair. 


g, on Thursday, May 25, 1929, takén'as read. 
_ Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Ayearst asks that certain witnesses. be called, 
to meet certain things that have been said about him. I think it. is only 
fair. The names he gives me are Mr. Charlton, Mr. Rogers and Mr. Cross. 
Is Mr. Charlton here? ae 


Minutes of the last meeting 







Joun A. Cuartron, Called. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: 
Mr. Ayearst, yourself. 


Examined by Mr. Ayransr: 


Q.—Mr. Charlton, yesterday Mr. Smith said something as to- an occur- 
rence that took place in my office with Walter Belland; he was called in, you 
came with him, and Mrs. Harris was there. You remember that occasion 
_ A—TI do, sir. — oe - % 

_ Q—How did you come to come to my room? 

mm A—-You asked Belland and I to come there. . 2 : 
 Q.—When you came to my room what did the woman .say ¢ 

_ A.—As far as I can remember, wanted to make it appear that she was 
lot the woman pointed out by Belland as the woman who sold liquor at 123 
hiversity Avenue. | | | fod 

~ Q.—Whom did she address herself to? be tay os 

_ A—Well, I would judge it was chiefly to you that she addressed her 
alf, in the presence of us. 

— Q—What did Mr. Belland teil her? 

A.—He said she was the woman. . : 
_ Q.—Did you hear any bad janguage used in th 
lere ¢ 
_ A.—TI did not. 

| Q.—Are you sure there was none used ? 

A ] sitive there was none. . 

i ee oe remarks about what would be done with fellows who 
ould lie about persons who were charged ? 3 


Mr. Charlton, you are already sworn. ‘You go on, 











at room while you were 
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A> Iodia. 
Q.—What was it? 


A.—You remarked that if vou found anybody lying or trying to frame _ 


up anything in the way of a case against a person unjustly that you would 
fire him quickly. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The next person whose name is mentioned is Mr. 
Rogers. 


Aubert H. Rogers, sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Ayrarst: 


Q.—Mr. Rogers, did you know where Stanley Nash was living during 
the time he was working for Mr. Hammond ? 

A.—Living in the same house. 

Q.—Where was that ? 

A.—182 Bathurst. | 

Q.—I think it was a hotel, if I remember right, originally ? 

A.—Yes. . 





Q.—It was stated here, and I am subject to correction if I am wrong, | 


by McCutcheon, H. H. McCutcheon, that you took six bottles of liquor 


there to assist one Max Cohen in framing up on Stanley Nash or on someone 
in the house ? 

A.—I remember the night that the officers came in the house, and I 
did not know Cohen or Courrian then. 

Q.—Did you ever take any bottles there? 


A.—WNo sir. 
Q.—At any time? 
A.—WNo sir. : + 


Q.—Did you ever see anybody else take bottles there 4 


A.—No; I have seen bottles in the house, but never saw any taken there. | 
Q.—Then is there any truth whatever in the story that McCutcheon told, 


so far as you know, about this man Cohen framing up on those people? 
A.—I know nothing about it. 


Q.—But you know that no bottles of liquor were taken there by your | 


self at anytime ? 


A.—I know one thing, that Stella Bailey was roaming around the halls | 
upstairs that night—that is the woman that lived with McCutcheon and she. 
was put out of the house that night, and right after that there was a raid. 


Tur Cuarman: Any questions by anybody else? Next witness. 


Hersert Henry Cross, sworn. 


Examined by Mr. Ayrarst: 


Q.—Do you remember the occasion when you went to meet Mr. Smith | 
and some other officers for some work on McCaul Street—I don’t know the 


number ? 
A.—Yes; 252 McCaul. . 
Q.—You remember that, do you? 
A.—I remember that quite well. 
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Q.—Where did you go from? 
A.—We went from your house. 
Q.—Who was with you? 
A.—Alee Courrian.. 
Q.—What did I tell you? | 
me 4A.—You told us that. Smith and some other officers wanted us to go 
down to McCaul Street and make an arrest down there if they bought any 
liquor, and you said, “You just have twenty minutes to make it from here.” 
Q.—Two of them were at my house; did you go? 
A.—Yes, we went. 
Q.—Did you meet, these men? simak th 
A.—On the corner of College and Spadina we met them, 
Q.—Did you meet these men ? | : 
A.—On the corner of Coliege and Spadina. iy ieee 
Q.—And what was done? Just tell as shortly as you can? 
| A.—We met Mr. Charlton, Mr. Smith and two other men, two special 
_ officers. We walked along College Street to McCaul and down McCaul. 
_ Some went in the front, some went in the back. T said to Alec, I said, “You 
_ watch the front end of the house and I will go down the back lane and 
| around the lane and watch the back of the house. We was there at the back 
about fifteen minutes before these two men come out of 250 with a lady and 
_ come through a hole in the fence and went in the back door of 252. If they 
_ was in there more than five minutes we was to come in. 
| @.—The agreement was that if it took them longer than five minutes, 
if they remained in there more than five minutes, the officers were to go in? 
| A.—Yes. We went around the front, and I knocked at the-door, and 
_ Mr. Johnston, I believe his name was, come to the door. I just told him we 
had a warrant, and we went in, and just as we went into the kitchen, the 
trap door out of the kitchen goes into the front room, as you might call it— 
into the back room, back of the house-—— 
Q.—You mean what when you say “trap door ?? ey 
A.—Well, there is like a trap door from the kitchen. 
Q.—Jyst like a hole without a window in it? ed 
A.—Yes.' And I seen people sitting in there, so I just walked around 
again and went into this here dining room. I went into the dining room, 
and as I come into. the dining room a woman come running out and 
‘said she was going to do something—this, that and the other; I just forget 
‘the words she used; she swore a little bit. Courrian said, “Miss, you go 
and sit down till we finish searching the house.” Well, she went and sat down 
‘on a divanette under the window, and two men in the house, sitting at the 
table, one by the divanette and one the other side of. the table—we made 
a search of the house and found no liquor. | sief 
_ Q.—What were these two men doing at the table? 
A.—Well, they had Te glasses in front of them. 
—A ntly drinking ? tte | 
* ne ena he divanette for the money, and whenever I 
found the money I handed it to Mr. Charlton. I asked him if any of this 
marked money was there, and if I remember right I think there was one 


dollar. 
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Tur Cuareman: When you say “marked money” you mean money of 
which the numbers had been taken? Indentified money, sega of marked 


money. 
Mr. Ayznarst: Money that you knew by the mathe on it? 
A.—Yes. , 


Q.—Where was this found? 

A.—It was found underneath the divanette, at the back of it. 

Q.—Where was the woman sitting there? 

A.—She was sitting on the divanette. | 

().—Sitting beside it; what was done then ? 

A.—Well, we made a search of the house, and we didn’t t find no liquor. | . 

I have just said we found the money. We found the money in the back of | 
the divanette. Then after searching the house thoroughly we arrested the 
lady and took her down to No. 1. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Was Courrian drunk that day? 

A.—No sir, he was not. 

-.Q.—This man Smith was he drunk. 

: A.—-No sir. 

Q.—Smith says he abused the woman. 

 A.—TIt is false. 

Q.—And that EON wanted to fight with him. 
A.—It is a het 

Tre Cuarrman: Were you drunk? 

A:—No sir, I was not drunk. 

‘Mr: McCrea: ‘This money was not on the person of the nas at all? 
A.-No six; it was back of the divanette. 

Q.—Do you know who put it back of the divanette ? 
A.—I couldn’t say. 

Tux Cnamman: Who bought the liquor? 
A.—These two operators that was working 
Q.—Who were they ? 

A.—I don’t know the names. 
Q.—Did you know before you went in that they had bought? 
A.—When we walked in the one motioned to the side lige his pocket 
that he had a bottle, so I just took the bottle ont and said, “Where is 1 


a 


es 











person you bought the bottle from?” and he pointed 
~Q.—So you found no liquor except that bottle—— 
A.—Except ‘that bottle in the pocket of this man. 
Q.—The glasses you spoke of, did you handle those? 
A.—Ye sir, I looked at them. 
Q.—Did you do anything more than look at them ? i 
A.—I just smelled at them. a 
Q.—Was there any odor from them? ~ | 
A.—There was an odor of liquor. | 
Q.—So that as far as the glasses are concerned, you took them in your 
land, smelled of them, and there was an odor of liquor? 
~ A.—Yes. . 
- Q.—And the bottle was in the man’s pocket ? 
A.—In his pocket. 





: 
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Q.—Took it out, asked him where he had bought it? 
Aa A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Was that in the presence of this woman ? 
A.— Yes. : 
Q.—Could she hear? 

-—Yes. 
Q.—What did she say? 
q A.—She denied the charge, and then she jumped up and started to shout 
_ and scream, and Courrian just put his hand on her arm and said, “Sit down 
until we are done with this search. You will be all right in a few minutes. 

Sit down till we make the search.” We made the search, and took them down 
mto No. 1. | 

@.—When did you get the money ? ; 

| A.—We got the money as soon as we started to make the search of the 
Toom, and the lady sat down on the divanette. When I come to search the 
-divanette I asked her if she would stand up a few minutes while I made the 
search, and I just pulled it up and this money dropped out. 
Q.—What was the money ? | 3 

A.—If I remember right it was a two dollar bill and two ones. 
| Q.—And then you handed it to Charlton to see whether the numbers on it . 
were the same as on the indentification bills handed to you ¢ 
| A.—Yes. 

@.—Or handed to the operator? 

A.—I asked Charlton before I gave him the bills, I said, “I have got 
some bills here,” I said; “read off your book what numbers you have got 
there. If there is any of this here money with the numbers to correspond with 
your book I will hand it over to you; if not, I will give it back to the lady,” 
and he read out some numbers and there was a dollar bill with the numbers 
the same, and I handed the bills over. 

. Q.—There was just a one dollar bill? 
| A.—Just a one dollar bill. } 

Q.—Any of the other money, the other bills, have numbers to correspond 
with the numbers he had? ; 

A.—None at all. 

@.—There was just the one dollar bill; what did the man state he had 
paid for the liquor, or did he make a statement? Did the man make a 
statement as to how much he paid for the liquor? 
| A.—I didn’t ask him because I was just there to make the arrest. 
Q.—Was there a conviction in that case? 

A.—Yes sir, there was—$1500. 


J. A. Ayrarst, Called. 
Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney: 


Q.—Mr. Ayearst, there are just a few questions I want to ask you. 
You heard Mr. Smith’s statement yesterday that these two men Cross and 
Sonrrian, when they made this raid that the last witness has spoken of, 
vere drunk ? seat 
A.—Yes, I heard that. 
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Q.—How long was it 

A.—At that time I did not just recall the circumstances, but since they 
have come to my mind. When they left my house they were as sober as I 
am now. | 

Q.—Left your house to make the raid? 

A.—And they only had twenty minutes to go to the place. 

Q.—You say you saw them just before? 

A.—They were at my house on another matter that we had to put off for 
a few days, and they were as sober as I am now. — zs 

Q.—I assume that you would not allow men under the influence of 
liquor 3 

A.—lIf they had been, I certainly would have reprimanded them. 








Q.—You would not have allowed them to go at all if they had been 


drunk, would you? — : 

A.—No, I would not have allowed them to go. 

Tue Cuarrman: So that it will appear properly on the notes, are you 
sober now 4 


A.—Yes. J have not drunk any liquor for many, many, many months, I~ 


don’t know how many. I have not drunk any except tasting it a few times in 
my work, in thirty-five years. 
Tun Cxuarrman: Somebody who did not know you might say that was 
only a comparative statement. | 
Mr. McCrea: Q.—Did you see these men after they left the house? 
A.—No, not for some—now, I can’t say for sure. 


Q.—All you say is that they were sober when they left, when you last — 


saw them ? 


A.—Yes, and they only had twenty minutes. These people had called : 


me and said they wanted two men, and I got these men to come to my house, and 
they had arranged to meet them. They just had twenty minutes to meet them. 
I just want to modify what I said about Mr. Smith’s reporting to me. He 
never reported to me that these men were drunk. I think that is the way 
it appears; he did say something to me about Courian having misused the 


woman, and I inquired from both Cross and Courian, and knowing there — 


was some jealousy among the bunch J took no further action. 


Joun W. Dickson, sworn. 
Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney: 


/_ 


+ ee 


Q.—Mr. Dickson, you are the License Inspector for the County of | 


Wentworth ? 
A.—Yes Siz. 
Q.—With your headquarters in Hamilton ? 
A,.—Dundas. 


Q.—And you sometimes do work in Hamilton, I suppose? 

A.—I have been assisting for a couple of months in Hamilton. 

Q.—I understand Mr. Connor is in charge there now? 

A.—Yes Si. 

Q.—How long have you been ‘inspector, Mr. Dickson ? 

A.—Two years last March. | : 

Q.—Now, Mr. Jacques was here yesterday, the proprietor of the— 
Tur CuarrmMan: He is here to-day. 


tt ae 


a 


Grorce V. | APPENDIX No. 2. re lem 


desist rca eee EN 


. Hon. Mr. Raney: The proprietor of—what is the name of the hotel ? 
A.—Beaver Hotel. 


tell the Committee the story of that raid, will you? 
A.—On the afternoon of the 11th— 
Tue Cyarrman: First, Mr. Dickson, is that the man there? (In- 


dicating Jacques). 


A.—That is the man, yes. 

Q.—We are talking about the same man. - 

A.—On the 11th of April about 4:30 I took Officer Smythe and the 
chauffeur; that is all there was in the office; we had a report that there was 
doings at the Beaver Hotel. I took Offcer Smythe and the chauffeur. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Jones? 

A.—Jones. Went to the hotel; they entered at one side, I entered at 
the other, and there was three groups of men in the bar; I didn’t count them; 
I think about ten or eleven men altogether; before I got to where J acques 
was—I didn’t know Jacques at the time—hefore I got to where he was some- 
body said in quite a loud voice, “Inspector Dickson, go to it.” I thought 
that was a signal for something, and I ran to the end of the bar, and Smythe 
and Jones followed me, and Jacques and part of the crowd followed them. 
I ran around the bar, and as I stooped down there was a bottle under the bar. 
Took it up, said, “Here is something doing,” laid it down on the counter 
and said, “Smythe, you take that.” I stooped down again; there was a 
pitcher over by the basin, and I went to pick the pitcher up and somebody 
from behind grabbed me with one hand and the pitcher with the other, 
wrestling; a young man, Robinson, his name was. He poured part of the 
contents of the jug, but I got part of it and handed it to Smythe in the same 
way, and said, “Take care of that.” 

Q.—What was in the jug? 

A.—Whiskey. Then I pushed Robinson around the bar, and he and 
Jacques tried to take the whiskey from Smythe. 

Q.—This man Jacques, who was a witness here? 

A.—This man Jacques. Before I got to the end of the bar I was 
tackled by some person else. That boy came out of the room— 

Ture Cuarrman: Just a moment. What is your name? 

Mr. Jacaures: Dean, George Dean. 

Tur Witness: J was told he was a stepson of Jacques. 

Tue Cuarrman: This boy there is a stepson of Jacques? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Is that the nephew you spoke of yesterday ? 

Mr. JacqQuEs: aa no. 

fAN: stepson. | 
ae es. He Eel me to one side, tried to get out where these 


men were tussling outside the bar; he grabbed me. Then we went through 


| the rooms, I followed him through, and when I came back to the outside of 
the store, at the end of the bar, again, Smythe had Jacques up against the— 
Jones had Robinson with a pair of handcuffs on on the other side of the 

room. Jacques yelled something about killing him, and as T stepped over 
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I said something; I said, “If you are caught, be game; don’t put up any 
fight.” He said, “Look at my arm.” One of his arms was scratched. He 
had his arm up this way, and the handeuff fell down and te a his 
arm. I grabbed his hand and put the handcuffs on patie O) 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Who began the rough work ? 

A.—Jacques and the man Robinson went after the whiskey. 

Ture CuHairman: The whiskey, was that in the possession of Smythe, 
an officer ¢ poe | 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Handed to him by you to be taken care of ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And they attempted to rescue from him the evidence? 

A.— Yes. 

().—That is what you say? 

A.—That is it. 

Mr. McCrea: Mr. Dickson, have you a clear recollection of poses 
that took place there that day ? 

A.—Well, I think I have; that is all I saw. I can’t tell you anything 
about what T didn’t see. ae 

(Q.—Before you went to this place what were your plans? 

A.—The plans were that they were to go in one door and I was $0 go in 
the other. | | 

~ Q.—Who was to go in the other? 





A.—I was to go in one door and Smythe and Jones in ‘the otereas 


rather indefinite plan, because we didn’t know just what the rooms were like. 


Q.—And were you going to a make a raid ; that is what your plan was? 


A.—Yes. 
@.—And when you went in you came up to the proprietor, Mr. T acanel 
A.—No; I didn’t come up to the proprietor. I came up to this group 
of men. I didn’t know the proprietor, and before I got a chance to show 
my badge some person said, “Inspector Dickson, go to‘it.” 

Q.—So that so far as Mr. Jacques was concerned, there was no in- 
timation from you that you wanted to inspect ? 

A.—He didn’t give me any chance; I had a badge on— : 

Q.—So far as you were concerned, there was no intimation from you 
that vou were there to inspect ? , 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: J acques says himself that he knew that. 

Tur Witness: He said himself, “Inspector Dickson, go to it.” I didna 
have to tell him who I was. 

Mr. McCrea: It was Jacques who said that? 

A.—He said afterwards it was him. I learned afterwards it was the 
proprietor that said, “Inspector Dickson, go to it.” 

Q.—What did you understand by that? : 

A.—I. understood that he knew me, knew what I was there for, oe 
there was something doing or he would not have given the alarm. 

- Q.—That is what you took it for? 

A.—That is what I took it for, that he was giving the alarin. 

Q.—That is the way you interpreted it ? 

A.—Yes. 
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Tur Cuamrman, Yesterday Mr Jacques said he knew Inspector Dick- 
son when he came in. 

Mr. Lennox: And told him to go through. 

Mr. Jounson (Simcoe): He admitted that. 

Tue Wirness: That is the words he said. 

Mr. Lennox: -Both agree on that. 

Mr. McCrea: Up to that time you did not intimate in anyway to Mr. 
Jacques that you had anybody with you? a a 

_ A.—We all entered the hotel at the same time from different doors. 

Q.—That is not what my question was; did you intimate to Mr. Jac- 
ques that you had anybody with you ? 

_A.—AIl the intimation was just as I have told you, just exactly. 

Q.—We will get on better if you will just answer the questions put to 
you. Did you intimate to him yon had anybody with you? 

A.—No. 

@.—So that when you heard this statement from Jacques, “Go to it,” 
what interpretation did you place on it? 

A.—Well, I thought he was warning somebody else that the inspector 
was coming. ‘That is what I took it for, that he was warning somebody that 
the inspector was coming over. They were around the counter; evidently 
there was drinking going on. | | 

* Q.—What reason have you for believing that this was a pre-arranged 
signal, when he told you to go to it? 

A.—I have no reason only my own common sense. 

Q.—It was following his statement to go to it—or, as he explained to 
this Committee yesterday, to go ahead and go through the place—that Smythe 


and this other man who had entered by another door rushed the bar? 


A.—No; I rushed the bar. 
Q.—What did Smythe do? 
A.—Smythe and Jones followed me to the end, behind me, and four 
or five other men— 
Q.—Did Jacques offer any objection to you! 
A.—WNo, he did not. 
~Q.—Because he knew you? . 
A.—He says he did; I didn’t know him. at 
Q.—But he did to the other two men who he saw coming in, whom he did 
not know ? 
A.—Not till I passed the bottle up to the bar. . 
Q.—What was the first thing you did when you got in behind the bar? 
~ A.—Iooked underneath where the sink is, at the bar, and saw the bottle 


| Biers, picked up the bottle and said to Smythe, “There is something doing; 








take care of this.” 
Tus CuaremManx: What they call in the hotel parlance the workbench, 


instead of the sink—the work board or workbench ? | 
A.—Yes; sink alongside of it, anyway. When I looked the second time 
, aie j ¥ “1 - 
I saw the jug, and as I reached to pick up the jug some person from behind 
me grabbed me and grabbed the jug. dies 
Mr. McCrea: Where was Jacques at the time? 
A.—The other side of the bar. 
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Q.—It. was not Jacques that did that? 
A.—No; it was Robinson. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Smythe was just across the bar, too ? 


A.—Yes. 
().—Jacques must have heard what you said to Smythe? 
A.—Yes. 


eee said to Smythe, “Take care of this?’ 

A.—“Take care of this, there is something doing.” 

Mr. McCrea: Could J acques see the jug from where he was when 
you picked it up? 

A.—Surely; he was right on that Se of the bar... Picked up the jug, 
and handed it to Smythe el said, “Take care of that.” He saw the tussle, 
the two of us behind the bar. 

Q.—Jacques was on one side of the bar ? 


A.—Yes. . 
Q.—You were on the other side of the bar ? 
A.—Yes sir. 


Q.—The jug, as you told Mr. Curry, was down in the work-shop part 
of the bar, which was behind the bar where. they could not see it 

A. ey could not see the jug till I put it up on the bar. 

Q.—Then Jacques could not see the jug where it was bene the bar 
when you were there ? 

A. —QOh, no. 

Q). —That.is. what he says too? 

A.—No, he couldn’t see the jug. 

G. ences you the first person to lift the jug aitiee the bar ? 

A.—Yes sir; just got my hand on it—I don’t know about lifting it, 
both lifted it at the same time, I suppose; just got my hand on it, and we 
had a tussle. ; 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Is Robinson here this morning ! 

A.—I don’t see him. 

Mr. McCrea: Then when Mr. Jacques says that he didn’t know there 
was a jug there, didn’t see a jug, when you tell us that he was on the other 
side of the bar ‘from you and could not see the jug in its place behind the 
bar, from where he was, there is no difference of opinion; there is no dis- 
pute as to his statement being correct up to that stage ? 

A.—He could not see ie jug. 

Q.—Now, tell us about the bottle? 

A.—The shone was behind the bar just on the one end of what you 
call the work bench, this sink, and the jug was on the other. 

Q.—A person from the outside of the bar could not see it either ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—When you got in Jacques was not behind the bar? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—He was out in the main part of the hotel— 

A.—With nine or ten others, 

Q.—With nine or ten other people? 

A.—Yes. 
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Q.—And you gave no intimation to him that Smythe or his accomplice 
were there for a raid ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—You just made a rush— 

A.—I wanted that whiskey. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Why didn’t you notify them half an hour ahead of 
time ? 

A.—I wanted the whiskey jug. 

Q.—Why didn’t you tell them half a hour ahead of time? 

A.—I should have telephoned. 

Mr. McCrea: One can easily understand the action of Mr. Jacques 
when he saw the men he did not know, without ary intimation— 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He was— 

Mr. McCrea: And a raid was being made. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He saw Mr. Dickson. 

- {Tue Cuarrman: Mr. McCrea, you cannot ever have defended any 
liquor cases. , 
| Mr. McCrea: Oh, yes, I have defended a number of them. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): I would just like to ask Mr. McCrea if he 
knows of any case where they have intimated that they are coming to make a 
successful raid. 

Mr. McCrea: I am not objecting to a raid being made, but when they 
undertake to say that this man was not justified, when he sees fellows about 
whom he knows nothing, with no officers’ badge or no disclosure to him that 
they are coming into his place—I would be tempted to do the same as 
Jacques did. 
| Tur Ciratrman: He knew Inspector Dickson, and when Inspector 
Dickson put it up on the counter and said. “Take care of this’—that may 
be all right on the hustings, but it is no good here. 

Mr. McCrea: But these two men that he knew nothing about. Mr. 
Dickson had not told him anything about them. 

Q.—Had you ever made a raid of that sort there before ? 

A.—Not there. 

Q.—He had been fined once before? 

A.—So he told me that day; that is the first I knew he had been fined 


before. 


Joun R. Smyrur, sworn 
Examined by Hon. Mr, Raney: 

me , hin eiarere fe 
Q.—Mr. Smythe, you are with the Department as a Provincial Co 


stable ? 
Wey es Sir, ' 
Q.—How long have you been with the Department ¢ 
A.—Since last October. 
Q.—Are you a returned man ? 
Yes "sir: 
Q.—Overseas ? 
Ae Yes Sir: 
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Q.—How long? 

A.—Three years and a half, 

Tne Crarrman: Were you in France? 

A.—TI was in the retreat from Mons, 1914. 

Q.—You were there early? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—You were with the “Contemptibles ?” 

A.—Yes Sir, , ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: Mr. Smythe, you were not here yesterday to hear 
the statement of Mr. Jacques? 

ean sir 

Q.—Well, he says you beat him up? 

A.—No sir, I did not. 

().—Give the Committee your statement of what happened on this 11th 
of April ? 

A.—Well, in company with Inspector Diekson and Jones we entered 
this hotel. We went in, outside the bar. Mr. J acques came around the 
corner of the bar, and said, “Go ahead Dickson.” I showed him my badge. 
T says, “Provincial Police,” but he didn’t pay much attention. I followed 
Dickson around behind the bar. Dickson picked a bottle up off the wash- 
board beside the sink; he handed the bottle to me, which contained about 
half a glass of whiskey. Robinson, who was behind the bar, got hold of 
the jug and attempted to empty it out into the sink, and Inspector Dickson got 
hold of the jug before he had it all emptied out, saved about a glass and a 
half or two glasses. Robinson got in the scuffle with Dickson to regain the 
jug, and Dickson reached the jug around to me and told me to look after 
the jug. ; 

Q.—Where was Jacques then? | 

A.—Jacques was on the outside of the bar. 

Q.—How far from you? 

A.—Oh, about three yards. I went around the end of the bar with 
the jug in my hand, and Jacques came running at me and tried to empty 
the contents of the jug away, and knock it out of my hand. I also had the 
bottle in my hand which contained the half a glass of whiskey. He said. 
“For God’s sake throw that away!” He says, “I have a wife and family.” 
He says, “I was convicted before and fined a thousand dollars, and if I 
will be convicted this time I will go down for six months sure.” He Says, 
“A man by the name of Jack Connor brought that liquor here, and we were 
having a nice little sociable drink,” but he did not say where Connor lived. 
So Jacques in the scuffle took the jug away from me. I-held the jug out 
that way, and caught him with the other hand, and Dickson came around 
the back and caught hold of Jacques, and I left the jug on the counter and 
handcutled Jacques, and he gave us quite a struggle before we managed to 
get the handcuffs on him. He was not abused in any way. We did not use 
any more force than was necessary to effect this man’s arrest. 

Q.—I am not quite clear whether he said that you took a gun, or that 
he saw a gun? 

A.—I drew a gun, yes sir. There were several men in the bar, and 
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when I drew the gun-they all beat it out. They were apparently beginning 
to get hostile. 


Q.—You were three against— 


@.—Did you hit him ? 
A.—wNo sir, I did not. 
Q.—Well, he was convicted in the 
. A.—Six months’ imprisonment. The Magistrate told him in the box, 
he said, “I would not believe a word you say. 1 am going to sentence you to 
six months’ imprisonment. If I could take one day otf, I wouid not do it.” 
By Q.—N ow, I am going back on some other things while you are here, 
Sno yiie a |): 
Tue CuarrMan: Q.—May I ask, do you drink? 
A.—WNo sir. | 
THe Cuarrman: You have not that appearance anyway. 
| Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—Mention has been made of a seizure that was 
made by you and Officer Ball ? 
~ A—Yes sir. 
~ Q.—At Budway’s house? 
A.—Yegs sir. 
Q.—When was that ? 
A.—The 28th November last. 
~Q.—Of last year ? 
~A~Yes. 

-Q.—Budway had told us about it; I understood the facts were that 

Budway arranged for the delivery of the liquor to his house? 
' A.—He did, yes sir. 

-Q.—The people not knowing that he was an officer, of course—that he 
was not an officer, and the people not knowing that he was acting for the 
Department, and then it was arranged that you and Ball should be there and 
make the seizure ¢ 

A.—Yes sir. 
Q:—-And you were, and you seized, | understand, fifteen cases of whiskey ? 
A.—Seized seven bags; I do not know what they contained. 
Q.—Well, whatever it was, was all the liquor that was seized taken to 
the Dispensaries officials ? 
| A.—I understand it was; the liquor was kept in Budway’s house over 
| night. We took the three men to No. 10 Police Station. 

Q.—Now after that seizure did you and Ball take away any of the 
whiskey with you? 

A.—WNo sir. 

Q.—It was said that you each took a bottle away with you? 

A.—No sir; absolutely false. 

Q.—That is not true? 

A.—No sir. 5 NB 

Q.—That liquor was eonfiseated I believe ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—And was the man fined also ? 




















726 APPENDIX No. 2. — 1922 


A.—One of them fined $1,500, and the 

Q.—That was, as I recollect it, on the 28th of November? 

A.—28th of November. 

Q.—Then it was just three or four days after that that you accompanied 
Fieiding and Creasy to North York? 

A.—Yes sir; on the 1st of December. 

().—Now, I will ask you to just tell us about that story ? 

A.—Constable Creasy and I went along with Fielding on instructions 
received from Inspector Greer, and we made our headquarters at Newmarket. 

Q.—You need not tell the Committee anything about anybody who gave 
you any information. 

A.—No, I understand. We received information, or Fielding did, 
about 9.30 on the second of December. We were staying at the Newmarket 
Hotel at this time. Fielding came back and told us that there was some- 
thing doing. We did not know where we were going. 

Q.—A little louder please ? ; | 

A.—We did not know where we were going, but finally we arrived at 
Sutton. Fielding went into the hotel and came back about 11.30, and his 
observations, he stated that there was a lot of men up in room No. 11 and that 
there was one man looking out, had his head through the door 

Mr. Lennox: Never mind telling what Fielding told you. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—You cannot tell what Fielding told you, witness. 
Then what did you do? | 

A.—We entered the Mansion House Hotel at 11.55. Led by Fielding, we 
went to room No. eleven. Inside there was Mr. Armstrong and seven or eight 
other men. We made a search of the room, and Fielding found a bottle of 
whiskey beside Armstrong’s boot, and also a bottle of wine under a table be- 
tween two beds which were in the room. Fieiding reached the bottle of whis- 
key, I think, to Creasy, and I took the bottle of wine. In the meanwhile Mr. 
Lennox came into the room, pushed his way in through the door—Creasy 
was holding the door—and I asked the man to give me the names. 

().—The men ? . 

A.—The men in the room. Mr. Lennox sat down on the bed, and says, 
“No, don’t give these skunks your names. Give them Smith, Jones, or any 
old thing.” He says, “I am surprised that you fellows did not throw these — 
men out of the window when they come in the room.” He says, ‘‘Where | 
is your warrant?” I SAYS, “We don’t need a warrant. This is a public 
place, a hotel.”” He says, “If I had been in here when you come in, I would 
have thrown you out through the window.” 

Mr. Jounstron ROS Q.—Do you think he could do that? 

A.—wNo, I don’t think so. 

Mr. ELA Were you not afraid ¢ 

A.—No, not a bit. 

Mr. Lennox: I wish you would not be so inquisitive. , 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—So there could not have been a case of terrorizing 
the officers, apparently. Goon, Mr. Smythe ¢ 

A.—No. Lennox said, “Don? t give these skunks your names’ it -astiee us 
skunks, shrimps, and crack in’s men, a lot of nice names. Eventually he — 
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told the men to refuse to give their names anyhow, which they did not, they 
would not give their names, but I knew Mr. Lennox and Mr. Armstrong. 

@.—You knew Mr. Lennox before ? 

A.—Oh, yes, I had met him before—I did not meet him, but I had seen 
him before that time. We seized the liquor, and they would not give us 
their names. We left the room. There was one man there by the name of 
Tom Armstrong. We asked him for his name. . He says, ‘What the hell 
do you want with my name for?’ He says, ‘““My name is John Smith,” 
so we left the room then. 

Q.—Now, I just want to ask you, Mr. Smythe; in the House, Mr. 
Lennox in his speech which has been widely published, said, “I am not 
surprised, nor will the public be amazed, that that was a frame”—speaking 
of this particular thing—‘‘or an endeavor to frame Mr. Armstrong and my- 
self.” What do you say about that? | 

A.—That is absolutely untrue. 

Q.—Did you take the whiskey in there? 


A.—No sir. 

Q.—Did Fielding take it there? 
A.—WNo sir. : 
Q.—Did Creasy take it there? 
A.—No sir. 


Q.—Did you see it as soon as you got into the room? 

A.—No sir. Had to search for it. 

(.—You searched for it and found it? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Mr. Frereuson: Q.—How do you know Creasy did not take it? 

A.—I know well; he did not have it in his pockets, I was with him at 
the time. 7 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—Who was it that picked up the bottle beside 
Armstrong’s foot? 

A.—Fielding. 

Q.—Had Creasy been over there where Fielding was? 

A.—No sir. : 

Q.—Then another extract from the same speech: “When this man named 
Smythe’—that is you? 7 

' A.—Yes sir. : | 

Q.—“Or other operator was one who would steal from the Government 
liquor that was seized.” Is that true? 

A.-—No sir. 

Q.—That, I understand, had reference to liquor that you seized at Bud- 
way’s? 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—Did you steal any of that liquor? 

A.—WNo sir, none. . 

Q.—Did you ever steal any Government liquor? 

A.—No sir. : 

Q.—“When men of that type are in the employ of the Government, I 
think perhaps the better element of the people will not doubt me when I say 
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that the liquor that was seized in the room at Sutton was brought there by © 
them.” That is, by you three men; you say that is not true? 3 

A.—No sir. At a speech—at an election meeting in Aurora, on the 4th 
December, Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Lennox were there, Mr. Armstrong ad- 
dressed ie constituents fn st att 

Mr. Fercuson: Q.—Were you there ? 

A.—No, I was not there. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: If you were not there, you cannot tell us. 





Examined by Mr. Lennox: 


Q.—You have been generous enough to swear that the liquor was not 
brought either by you, or by Creasy or by Fielding? | 

A.—Absolutely. 

Q.—You have not any doubt about that ? 

A.—No doubt at all. 

Q.—Was Fielding in the hotel before you? 

A.—He was. 

Q.—How long before you were? 

A.—Oh, say, “perhaps an hour; I don’t exactly remember. 

Q. ea you at the Police Gout trial ? 


A.—When ? 
Q.—When I was the defendant ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—And when seven or eight others were charged ? 

A.—Yes, I was there. : 

Q.—Do you remember the hotel proprietor or his son—I have forgotten 
which—swearing that when Fielding came in he came in with a ‘valise 

A.—No. 

Q.—Don’t you remember that? 

A.—I don’t remember that. ha 

Q.—And that he registered under an assumed name; do you “remember 
that ? : 
A.—I don’t know what name he registered under. 
Q.—You did not hear that ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—He did not tell you that ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—And that when he went out he went out without a valise ? 

A.—Out where ? ‘Se 

Q. —When he left the hotel, he did not have a valise when hos went - out? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Well, did he have a valise when he went out with you? 

A.—I can’t remember. 

Q.—Well, don’t you remember the hotel keeper saying, when nd! came 
in he registered, he had a valise with him, he went up. to his room, and in 
some way or fee he got out, during that hour, and when dhe went out 
ultimately he had no valise ? 

Mr. Frercuson: That was sworn to in the Police Court ? 

Mr. Lennox: Sworn to in the Police Court. . \ 
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Q.—Do you remember that ? 

A.—The witnesses were excluded at that trial; I did not hear the evidence. 

Q.—Well, do you remember whether he did actually have a valise or 
not when he made his first trip about nine o’clock ? 

A.—I would not swear to that. 

Q.—You would not swear to that? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Q.—Then how do you swear that he did not plant the 
whiskey ¢ 

A.—I know he did not. 

Q.—How do you know? You don’t know whether he did or not? 

A.—I know he had no whiskey when he left the ear. 

Q.—Is that sufficient ground for you to swear he did not plant the 
whiskey, when he was there an hour before you, and you don’t remember 
whether he had a valise or not ? 

A.—No, I don’t think he was in that room; at least, he stated he did not. 

Q.—Well, that is a different thing. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—He was assigned a room almost immediately opposite 
the room that was raided; isn’t that right ? 

A.—No, I don’t think so. 

Q.—Well, nearly opposite; it is a little bit of a hotel ? 

A.—Oh, I would say it was four or five rooms along. 

Q.—And do you know whether the room that was occupied by Mr. Arm- 
strong was locked or not? 

A.—Do I know? 

Q.—Yes. 

A.—TIt was open when I was there, full of men. 

Q.—Now, you know that three men did not bring it; what about the 
fourth man? | 
... A.—The fourth man? 

Q.—Yes? 

A.—He did not accompany us to the hotel. 

Q.—Well, how do you know he was not there? 

A.—I know he was not there. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Because he did not accompany us. 

Q.—I know he did not accompany you, but you were in Sutton two or 


~ three hours, if your evidence is true which you gave before. Were you not ? 


A.—TI don’t think I was there three hours. 

Q.—Well, I did not say three hours; I said two or three hours ? 

A.—I don’t remember how long; perhaps two hours. 

Q.—And during that time you were waiting within a range of probably 
one hundred or two hundred yards from the hotel ? 

A.—Yes, up the street. 

Q.—Across the street ? 


A.—WNo. ) 
Q.—Not across the street. trom the hotel ? 
A-~=No, 


Q.—Where was this mysterious gentleman? 
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A.—I don’t know. 
Q.—He was not with you? 
~ A.—Not then. ap 

Q.—So this man, whose name the Committee say should not be revealed— 

Mr. Ferauson: When was that? , 

Mr. Lennox: That was yesterday. It was put to a vote to find out who 
the fourth man was. 

Q.—You don’t know what he was doing during that time he was away 
from you? 

A.—No. | : : 

Q.—And. you don’t know whether he put any whiskey in that room 
or not ? 

A.—No; I don’t think he was 

Q.—-Never mind what you think; answer my question ? 

A.—No. | 


Q.—This man whose name will not be revealed may or may not, so far 





as you know, during the time that he was away from you, have placed a bottle 


of whiskey and a bottle of Port wine in that room? 

A.—I don’t know. 

().—I say so far as you know he may have? 

A.—So far as I know. wy i 

(.—And that may be the reason why his name is not revealed, eh ! 

A.—Oh, I don’t know; it is just contrary to law to reveal it. 

Q.—Now, you had been in Newmarket the night of the Right Honour- 
able Mr. Meighen’s meeting 4 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Sent there by the Department ? 

A.—On instructions received. ; 

Q.—Had you been sent to any other riding during the campaign for 
the same purpose as you were sent to Newmarket ? | 3 

A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Other officers were, though, Mr. Lennox. 

Mr. Lennox: Well, I am asking this witness. 

Q.—How long did you remain in Newmarket? 

A.—Oh, we were there about four or five days. 

Q.—Did you pick up much ? 

A.—We were there four or five days. 

Q.—What was it that caused you to go to Sutton ? 

A.—Information received. 

Q.—Did you receive the information from the man that you picked up 
on the way ? 

A.—I don’t think I will answer that. 

Q.—You won’t answer that. 

Mr. Frercuson: Q.—Why ? 

Mr. Lennox: I have charged a frame-up, you know. 

Mr. Frerauson: Q.—Why won’t you answer that? 

Tur Cuarrman: Because he does not have to, because uo officer has to 
vive the name of anyone from whom he gets information. 
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Mr. Lennox: That is in the Court; that has nothing to do with this 
Comittee. | 

Mr. Jounsron (Simeoe): This is a Court. 

Mr. Lennox: I do not care whether he answers or not; I am going 
to put the questions, and then you may rule against me. I will leave it for 
the Public to decide whether he should or not. 7 

Q.—Then did you know when you left Newmarket that you were going 
to pick up some person on the way ? 

A.—Oh, yes, we knew about that. 

(.—Are you or were any of you acquainted in that vicinity ? 

A.—Oh, I have been around there—no, not very much. 

().—Did you know where the man lived that you were to pick up? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Who directed you to him ? 

‘Hon. Mr. Raney: That won’t do. 

Wirness: Oh, I won’t answer that. | 

Mr. Lennox: Won’t answer that; it would be a terrible thing. 

Mr. Frrevuson: It might have been ‘a man in Toronto. What is the 
objection to a question like that? Hy 

Mr. Lennox: He won’t answer that. 

Q.—Why ? | 

A.— Because we don’t give the names of anybody that gives us informa- 
tion. It is contrary to the Ontario. Temperance Act to give the name of an 
informer. . | 

().—Then am I to understand that the man you picked up is an informer ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Well, he either comes under that or he does not ? 

Mr. Lennox: Then you don’t know? — 

A.—We picked him up, anyway. 

Mr. Haru: The other fellows might know that, without him knowing. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Then you do not know ? 

A.—I don’t know whether he was. 

Q.—Then why did you pick him up? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—Did he give you any information? I do not want to know what 
the information was, but did you get any information from this man ? 

A.—No, I got none from him. 

Q.—Did anybody ¢ 

AI don’t know. 

Q.—Well, were you on the car together? 

A.—Yes. 3 ack 

Q.—Could any information have been given without you knowing it? 

A.—I don’t know; I don’t think so. 

Q.—Then did you hear of any information being given by him ? 

_ A.—Not by him, no. 
Q.—Then I want to know the name of the man? 
- A.—Yes. . 
Hon. Mr. Raney: You need not answer it. 
Witness: Oh, I wou’t answer that. 
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Mr. Lennox: I will leave it to the Chair. I appeal to the Chair. He 
swore that the man gave no information. 

Witness: Didn’t give it to me. 

Mr. Lennox: And he could not have given it without the witness 
having heard it. Now, I want the name. 

Witness: Ob, perhaps he might have given it. 7 

THE Cuareman: Well, it is well established as a me pies of law that an 
informer is to be protected by officers of the law. 

Mr. Lennox: Quite so. 

Tue Cuarrman: That was decided in the Court of Appeal in the case 
of Smith, I think it was, and Slemin. 

Mr. Frerauson: Well, he says this fellow was an informer. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The evidence of Mr. Fielding indicated yesterday 
that he was a man from whom information had been secured. 

Mr. Lennox: I do not agree with that. 

Tue CuarrMan: The Gane Temperance Act Ce that the name 
shall not be given. 

Mr. MacBripe: I am not quite sure that this man was an informer. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Mr. Fielding said yesterday that. it was he 
who gave the instructions. 

Mr. Lennox: Whatever the Chairman rules I will comply with. He 
has heard this man’s evidence. I am satisfied to abide by whatever he rules. 

Tue Cuairman: I rule that he does not have to give the name of the man. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Then, did this man return with ae 

A.—Returned part of the way. 

Q.—Back to his home, I suppose? 

~A.—Oh, I don’t (kee 

@.—You don’t know that either ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—There were in that room seven or eight men ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Mr. Armstrong? 

A.—He was one. 

Q.—Mr. Armstrong’s son? 

A.—He was another. 

Q.—Mr. Willoughby—there is no harm in mentioning. these names now. 
because they all gave evidence—Mr. Willoughby, the ex-Warden of the 
County, and at present Reeve of the Township of North Gwillimbury ¢ 

A.—I didn’t know; they would not give their names then. 

Q.—But you heard it at the Police Court? 

A.—Yes. 

Tue Crarrman: But he says he was excluded. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—You heard these fellows give their evidence? 

A.—Well, I was not there all the time. 

Q.—Well, do you know as a matter of fact that every man that was in 
that room was a public officer, public official ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—In the County of York, all leading citizens. Do you know, as a 
matter of fact, that everyone of those leading citizens occupying public 
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~ positions, got into the box and swore that neither did they bring the liquor 


there, nor did they know it was in that room until the raid? 

A.—I did not hear the evidence. 

Q.—Well, did you hear it afterwards? 

A.—Oh, I saw it in the paper. 

Tue Cuarrman: That, of course, is not evidence. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Did you know as a result of the evidence that th: \ 
gave that the charges against them were all dismissed ? 

A.—I believe they were dismissed. 

Q.—They were charged with having liquor in an unlawful place ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—And the hotel keeper ? 
A.—Oh, yes. 


Q.—And the charge by the presiding magistrate was dismissed. 

Mr. Hari: Q.—Did they seem surprised? Did the company seem sur- 
prised when you pointed out the bottles there at their feet ? 

A.—I did not point them out at their feet; Armstrong made a grab 
for the bottle when Fielding went to get it. 

Q.—They seemed to know it was there ? 

A.—yYes. His glasses fell on the floor. as 

Q.—Are you quite sure that Armstrong knew it was there when he 
made the grab ? 

A.—Well, he grabbed hold of it anyway. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Q.—You saw that? 

A.—Yes sir. , 

Q.—Did you see the effort Armstrong made'to keep the whiskey ? 

A.—Yes sir. | 

Q.—Or to get it from the officer ? 

A.—Yes sir. | 

Q.—He struggled to get it? biti it 

A.—Struggled to get it. His glasses fell off on the floor, hit Fielding’s 
arm. | 

Q.-—Struggled with whom ? 

A.—With Fielding, to get the bottle. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Did you hear Mr. Armstrong swear that he did not 
know the liquor was there ? 

A.—No, I was not there. 

Tur Cuarrman: Mr. Johnston, will you take the Chair a minute while I 
go to the telephone ? 

—Mr. Johnston (Simcoe) took the Chair. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—You just pledged your oath that Mr. Armstrong 
struggled with Fielding. Let me read you what you swore to in the Police 
Court :— 

“Mr. Armstrong was sitting on the bed close by the whiskey 
or the liquor, the bottles, and when Fielding reached for the 
bottles, Mr. Armstrong reached for the bottle too, the result 
being that Fielding’s arm came in contact with Armstrong’s face 
and knocked his glasses off on the floor. Mr. Armstrong said 
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something—‘Try and be careful’ or something like that, and 
Fielding “apologized. ” Was that statement tues 

A.— Yes. 

().—Then why didn’t you tell us there about Mr. Armstrong struggling 
to get the bottle, as was suggested to you— 

A.—What would you call it but a struggle, if he grabbed for the bottle 
when another man grabbed 4 

Q.—Is that what von meant ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When you swore that Mr. Armstrong reached for the bottle, made a 
reach for the bottle, is that what you meant by struggling ? 

A.—Yes. 
Q.—Now, these two bottles were not together ? 
A.—No, I don’t think so. 
Q. Eanes was where, under the bed ¢ 
A.—The one was beside Armstrong. 
Q.—Under the bed? 
A.—Under the bed, at the edge. 
% —Well, under the edge of the bed? © 
A.—Oh, yes; just put out of the way. 
Q.—And the bottle of Port was under a table, wasn’t it? 
A.—Between the two beds. 
Q.—Under a table? 
A.—Just between them. 
Q.—But I say under a table? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—And who was it that got them? Fielding was it? 
A.—Fielding. 

Q.—When Fielding went in the room he knew to go to the bed to get the 
bottle of whiskey, and he knew to turn to his left to the table to . Be the 
bottle of wine, didn’t he? | 

A.—Oh, I don’t know. 

Mr. Lennox: He could see them. 

Tur Cuarrman: (Mr. Johnston, Simcoe): He cannot say that he knew 
what Fielding knew. 

Mr. ae Q.—Well, did you see Fielding do that? 

A.—I saw him pick up a bottle. 

Q.—Knew pretty well where they were, eh? 

A.—Oh, no; it was an appropriate place to search for a bottle. 

Q.—But you would not go there at once-unless you knew where it was, 
would you? 

A.—Well, he don’t take any chances. 

().— Now, let us see about this; which was under the table? 

A.—The wine. 

Q.—The wine was under the table, and the bottle of whiskey under the 
edge of the bed; well, let us see what you swore to at the Police Court :— 

“He picked one bottle of whiskey up from under the edge of the table.” 

Now you swear it was the Port that was there. 

“And another, a bottle of Port, from under the bed.” 
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Now which statement is true ? 

A.—A slight mistake. 

Q.—That is just a slight mistake; well, then, is it true now that as a 
matter of fact he did pick up a bottle of Port from under the bed, as you 
swore it last December when it was fresh in your mind ? 

A.—Well, if I swore to it then it must be correct. 

Q.—Is it true that he picked a bottle of whiskey up from under the edge 
of the table, as sworn to by you last December ? 

A.—If it is there it must be correct. 

Q.—Was Fielding with you at any time from the time he left you when 
you got to Sutton until he came back to take you over to the hotel ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—So that you don’t know what he was doing during that time ? 

A.—I presume he was making observations. 

How. Mr. Ranny: Q.—Is Mr. Creasy here? 

A.—Yes sir. , 

Mr. MacBripe: Q.—Mr. Smythe ¢ 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—Now, I want to get this thing clear in my mind. I understand 
that you were in Sutton and you made a raid on a hotel there ? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—How many rooms did you raid? 

A.—One. 

Q.—You did not raid any of the other rooms, or examine them ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—Why did you come to concentrate on this particular room? 

A.—Well, the observations that were made by Fielding. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—Mr. Armstrong had just got in there, hadn’t he? 

A.—No, I think he went in that room from the Committee room. 

Mr. Frreuson: Q.—Fielding was directing the raid, and it was under 
his leadership you went to that room ? 

A.—Yes. : 

Mr. MacBrive: Q.—As I understand it, there was a fourth man, and 
you were there in that little town for two hours; did you go there for the ex- 
‘press purpose of raiding room eleven ¢ 

A.—Oh, I don’t know. 

Q.—Did this fourth man, this mysterious man whose name we cannot 
get, give you the information and direct the raid to room eleven ? 
| A.—Oh, I don’t know. 

Q.—Well, explain to this Committee how you came to go to Sutton, go 
into that hotel and concentrate all your thoughts on that one room? 

A.—From information which Fielding got. 

Q.—From information which Fielding got? 


A.—Yes. 
@.—You don’t know whether he got it from this fourth man or not ? 
A.—WNo. , 


‘ Q.—Well, in any event, you were waiting there two hours to concentrate 
y ° ° . 9 ° 
your attack on room eleven; that is right, isn’t it 7M 
Mr. Lennox: Q.—Until the meeting was out ? 
14—J-22-v2. 


‘ 


' 
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A.—Oh, I don’t know. — 

Mrz. MacBrwe: Q.—Well, how many rooms are there in the hotel ? 

A.—Oh, I couldn’t say; I did not count them. 

Q.—Well, you have an idea; you can tell us whether there were ten or 
twenty, can’t you? 

A.—It is a small hotel. 

Q.—Would there be ten or twenty rooms $ 

A.—Oh, I don’t know. ! 

Q.—Would we be right in believing that there was an element of politics 
in it when you raided this particular room ¢ 

A.—Oh, no; there was no politics in it. 

—Mr. Curry resumed the Chair. 

Mr. MacBriwz: Q.—Are you acquainted with Sutton 

A.—No. 

Q.—Now, I see that you also followed up a meeting in Aurora on the 4th 
December ? 

A.—No, I did not. 

Q.—You were not at that meeting ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Well, you commenced to give the Committee some information; upon 
what were you giving that information ? Somebody told you’ . 

A.—Well, you hear quite a lot from what somebody tells you; it is all 
hearsay. 

Q.—How long were you in that particular district ¢ 

A.—In Newmarket ? 

Q.—Yes, Newmarket and Sutton, North York ¢ 

A.—Five days. 

Q.—You say that you knew Mr. Armstrong ? 

A.—Well, I had seen him at a meeting. 

Q.—How long before that had you known him? 

A.—Oh, the night before I saw him at the meeting. 

©.—You saw him the night before at the meeting? 

A.—I seen him addressing his constituents. 

Q.—How did you come to know it was Mr. Armstrong! 

A.—Well, his name was called to address the meeting, and he was carried 
shoulder-high up through the crowd, so you could not help but know him. 

Q.—You also said you knew Mr. Lennox; how long before had you 
known Mr. Lennox ? 

A.—Well, he was at that meeting too. @ 

Q.—Can you tell us the name of some other man that addressed the 
meeting that you know? 

A.—I don’t remember. 

Q.—You don’t remember any others? 

A.—WNo. | 

Q.—yYour mind simply concentrated on the candidate and Mr. Lennox; 
is that it? 

A.—Well, I had no cause to remember them. 

iQ. The fact is that, on your own evidence, your mind concentrated on- 

those two men, didn’t it? | 





hours. 
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A.—Not then; afterwards. 

Q.—And your raid was directed right to room eleven ? 

A.—Oh no; I don’t know; that is the room we were taken to. 

Q.—Were you directed to any other room? 

Tur Cuarrman: Iilustrious men are always remembered. 

Mr. MacBrive: Were you directed to any other room either in Sutton 
or Aurora ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Did your instructions, as a matter of fact, come from the Depart- 
ment. here ? 

A.—They come from Inspector Greer. 

Q.—It came from an official of the Department ? 

A.—To go to Newmarket. 

Q.—To go to Newmarket ? 

A.—That is all we know. 

Q.—You did not know any more than you were just to go to New- 
market ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—How did you come to go to this hotel? 

A.—Information received, when we got there. 

Mr. Fereuson: You mean you got the information at Newmarket? 

A.—Mr. Fielding got the information. 

Mr. MacBripr: Who is Mr. Greer ? 

A.—Criminal Investigator. 

Q.—Criminal Investigator of the Provincial cipanaapste he told you 
to go to Newmarket ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Can’t you give this Committee some information as to how, after 
getting instructed to go to Newmarket, you knew enough to concentrate your 


efforts on this particular room in that town? 


A.—Oh, no; that is from information received later on. We did not. 
know where we were going. 

Q.—Are there any other hotels in that town? 

A.—Which town ? 

Q.—Sutton ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—You don’t know? 

A.—No; it was night time when we got there. 

Q.—You don’t know whether there are any other hotels in Sutton? 

A.—No sir. 

Mr. Frerauson: You were up there four or five days? 
A.—Not in Sutton; in that district. We were only there four or five 


Q. sa by. didn’ t you go to room thirteen ? 


A. ° 
Q.—You would not have Foaud any whiskey there ? 


A.—I don’t know. 
Mr. Lennox: They knew the room to go to, all right. 
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Mr. MacBripe: Were you in any of the other rooms? I believe one of 
the men with you had a room directly opposite or nearly opposite 2 
A.—I was not in the other room. 
Q.—yYou were not in any other room % 
A.—No. 
Q.—You came up the stairs and went direct to this room ? 
A.—Led by Fielding; we did not know what room to go to. 
Q.—And was this mysterious fourth man with Fielding ? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Had he been with him at any time during that evening? 
A.—No; what do you mean? 
Q.—This man whose name we cannot get ? 
A.—In Sutton, you mean ? 
Q.—Yes, at Sutton ? 
A.—I don’t know where he left him. 
Q.—Did you see him with Fielding at all ? 
A.—After that? After we got to Sutton? 


Q.— Yes? 

A.—No. 

Q.—At any time? 

A.—No. 

Q.—So you have no acquaintance at all with him? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Fielding was directing the raid? 

A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—Now then, how do you know that Mr. Greer gave the informa- 
tion ? 
A.—I say Mr. Greer instructed us to go to Newmarket. 
Q.—Well, how do you know that ? 
A.—Because I got them from him. 
Q.—Did you get them ? 
A.—Yes, told us fellows in the office, directed us to go to Newmarket. 
Q.—Fielding did not get those instructions; how many were present 
when Mr. Greer gave those instructions ? 
A.—I don’t know. 
Q.—You were there? 
A.—I was there. 
Q.—Was Fielding there? 
A.—I don’t know. 
Q.—Now, can’t you just refresh your memory ? 
A.—TI presume he was. 
Q.—Was any other man there? 
A.—Creasy. 
Q.—Creasy and Fielding and you; any person else? 
A.—Not that I can remember. 
'  Q.—Will you swear there was no person else there? 
' A.—No. 
| Q.—You won't swear ? : 
A.—I don’t know. | : 


See ites pase aes 
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Mr. Hatz: He is under oath. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): He says he does not know. 

Mr. MacBripr: Now Mr. Chairman, I do not require any instructions. 

Mr. Hatt: Well, he is under oath. 

Mr. MacBrinz: I will endeavour to get along with my limited ability. 

Mr. Hari: You are wasting time. 

Mr. Jonnston (Simcoe): You are wasting time. 

Mr. MacBripe: I take exception to the.remark that I am wasting time. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He has a perfect right to waste time. 

Mr. MacBrivn: I think the information is important. 

Tue Cuarrman: The other member of the Committee did not think 
it was important, and he thought he was remonstrating with you and asking 
you to get ahead. 

Mr. MacBrive: He is interrupting, in very bad form, as I understand 
it, 

Mr. Hatz: The man is under oath. 

Mr. Frreuson: Fielding was the man in charge of this party? 

‘A.—He was the man who received the information. 

Q.—Well, he was the man who was the leader of the party ? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—Well, how was it you got instructions if Fielding was the man in 


_ charge of the raid? 


A.—TInspector Greer gave the information; we got the orders to go to 


~ Newmarket. | 


charge ? 


q 
id 


aed 





Q.—How was it they gave you instructions if Fielding was the man in 


A.—Well, he was the man who was getting the information. 
Tue Cuarrman: You were here in Toronto? 


A.—Yes Sir. - 
Q.—Were you sent by Greer to Newmarket ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—Who was to go with you to Newmarket 

A.—Creasy and I and Fielding. 

Q.—Creasy— 

A.—Creasy and I and Fielding. 

Q.—Creasy, yourself and Fielding ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Were they all together in Greer’s office? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—The three of you were there together ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 7 

Q.—And he told the three of you to go? 
~A.—Yeg Sir. 

Q.—And who was in charge of that party when you left! 
A.—In charge of the party? 

Q.— Yes ? | 
A.—Well, we were all equally alike, I think, as far as that is concerned 


—nobody in charge. 


Q.—But you all went together, did you? 


740 ApprenpiIx No. 2. | 1922 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—And went up to the Newmarket Hotel ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And then, as a result of Fielding having got certain information 
he was in charge of the Sutton raid? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Or Sutton search ? , 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Mr. MacBriwr: How long have you been on the Force ? 
A.—Since October last. 

Q.—How many other places have you visited besides Sutton ? 
A.—Since then ? 

().—Yes, roughly ? 

Tue CHarrman: Just a moment. 

Wrrness: Several places. 

Tur CyarrmMan: Just a minute. 





Q. been tried that you have visited? Have they 
all been tried ? | 
A.—Tried ? 


Q.—That is, have the places that you visited, in which you made cases, 
have the cases been disposed of ? 

A.—Yeg Sir. 

Tue Cuarrman: That is all right; go on and tell. 

Mr. MacBripe: Can you give us the name of any other community 
that you went to and just raided one particular place? 

Mr. Lennox: Particular room. 

Mr. MacBripe: What is the usual custom when you go to a city or 
town? Do you look all around, or concentrate on one place? 

A.—If£ we have got information we work on it, 

Mr. Frercuson: Tell me this, Mr. Smythe: there was quite a crowd of | 
people around that hotel in Sutton, I suppose, quite a lot of people in that — 
place ? f 

A.—Quite a few. 

Q.—And a number of people in the noe ’—tramping about ? 

A.—Yes, there were. 

Q. ae you did not make any effort to follow any of the rest of them, — 
search anybody else’s room, or anything of the kind; you went straight to — 
room eleven % ; 

A.—Led by Fielding. 

Mr. Frercuson: Led by Fielding, you went straight to room eleven; 
all right. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: All right, Mr. Creasy; I suppose you had better 
clean up this little matter. 


Frank B. Creasy, sworn. 


Examined by Hon. Mr. Raney: 


Q.—You are a Provincial Officer, Mr. Creasy? 
A.—Provincial Constable, yes. 





Grorce V. AppENDIx No. 2. 741 


Q.—Where are you located now ? 
A.—Bridgeburg. 
Q.—How long have you been with the Department ? 
A.—Since November 26th. 
Q.—Last ? 
A.—Yes. 
| @.—Then one of your first assignments, I suppose, was this North 
York business ¢ 


A.—Yes Sir. 
Q.—You went with Fielding and Smythe? 
) A.—Yes Sir. 


Mr. Frercuson: Where was he located then? In Toronto? 
| . Hon. Mr. Ranzny: He had just come on then. I suppose this is one 
of the first things you did? 

A.—Yes sir; this is one of the first jobs. 

Q.—You were the junior then of the three, I suppose; you were in- 
experienced ; had you had previous police experience ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

(.—Oh, where? 

A.—I was on in Welland, sir, and down in the States. 

Q.—How long? How much police experience have you had? 

A.—About five and a half years, sir. 

Q.—Then you went by automobile from Newmarket to Sutton on the 
2nd of December ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And at a certain time of the night, about midnight, we are told, 
you went with Fielding and Smythe to the Mansion Hause ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Now, what happened after you got to the house? 

A.—We went first to the kitchen of the Mansion Hause and found the 
proprietor, told him who were were, and that we were going to raid his place. 
He told us to go ahead. Led by Fielding we went to the room that he had 
previously found there was stir in, and found eight men in there. Field- 
ing went in first, Smythe second, and I followed. I shut the door and put 
my back to it. Fielding and Smythe searched the room in a general way. 
Fielding found a bottle of whiskey and a bottle of wine. 

‘ Q.—Did you see him when he found them ? 

A.—I saw him reach down and pick the bottle up. 

Q.—Where was that? 

A.—It was around the corner of a bed at the foot of the window, right 


where Mr. Armstrong was sitting. 
Q.—Are you able to say which bottle it was he found there? I am 


told there were two bottles. j 
{ A.—There were two bottles, but exactly where it was—the bottles were 


about a foot apart, I think. — . 
Q.—You cn: know which bottle it was? 
A.—No; I was standing up at the other side of the room. 


Q.—You saw him reach for the bottle ? 
- A.—Yes. 







\ 


4 


742 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 


Q.—When he reached for the bottle that wag at Mr. Armstrong’s foot, 
what happened ¢ 

A.—Mr. Armstrong reached at the same time, and Mr. Fielding’s arm 
knocked Mr. Armstrong’s glasses off. He asked Fielding to be a little more 
careful, and Fielding apologized. 

Q.—Was that. the first bottle that was found ? 

‘A.—Yes. And Fielding brought that out and handed it to me, and he 
handed the other bottle to Constable Smythe. 

Q.—The bottle he handed to you was which one’—the whiskey or 
the wine ? 

A.—The whiskey. 

Q.—Did you take that whiskey there ? 

A.—No sir, I did not. 

Q.—Then what happened after that ? | 

A.—I asked Constable Smythe to take their names, and just about that 
time someone tried to get in through the door. I opened the door a litle 
bit, and Mr. Lennox came in. I let him in; I knew him previously; and 
Constable Smythe asked thein for their names, the men that were there, and 
Mr. Lennox turned around and told them not to give their names at all. 

(.—What did he say? 

A.—Oh, he said, “Don’t give these skunks your names at all. If I 
had been in the room’”—and he made a bunch of foolish remarks about throw- 
ing us out of the window, and one thing and another. 

Mr. Ferauson: Made you nervous ? 


An hee. 


Hon. Mr. Ranny: From the appearance of Smythe and yourself, it — 


must have made you nervous. ~ 


Tue Crarrman: Just a moment; do you mean that you were nervous?! — 


A.—No Sir. 
Q.—That was sarcastic, that part of it; you were not frightened ? 
A.—WNo Sir. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Do you recall anything else he said ? 

A.—He made several remarks about the—surprised that the men in 
the room had not thrown us out when we first came there. 

Q.—I suppose that eight or ten husky men could have done that ? 

A.—They may have done. 

Q.—Did you get any names? 

A.—No, we did not. 

Q.—I just wanted to make sure that you had not taken the whiskey 
there, that is all. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Where did you have your experience before ? 

A.—In the City of Welland Police. 

Q.—Where else? 

A.—Three years, City of Welland Police Force. 

Q.—You said you had some experience in the United States? 

A.—Gallup, New Mexico. 

Q.—You are a Canadian, are you? 

A.—I am an Englishman, sir. 

Q.—Was there a meeting in Sutton that night ? 


i 
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A.—Yes sir, I understand there was. 
Q.—There had been quite a lot of people around ? 
A.—Yes sir, there was. 
Q.—And the crowd repairs to the tavern to talk things over afterwards ? 
A.—Yes sir; there was a big crowd in there. 
Q.—And you did not go to any other rooms? 
A.—No Sir. 
Y Q.—Or make any attempt to search anybody else; the whole thing was 
led by Fielding ? 
A.—Fielding led—he was in the hotel previously. 
().—I mean, he was in charge of the squad? 
f A.—Well, he was not exactly in charge. We were all together—re- 
_ sponsible for our own doings. 
().—But he was the man that— 
A.—He was the man that got the information—he was there first, and 
took the room. 
Q.—Well, you all went up that road vested with equal authority, or 
was there some man who directed the raid ? 
; A.—Well, sometimes there is and sometimes there is not. 
().—This time there was? 
i Tue Cyatrman: Do you drink? 
3 A.—Well, I am not absolute teetotal. 
Mr. Lennox: How long was it after the meeting was over was it that 
the raid was made? 
_ . A.—Why, I could not tell you exactly when the meeting came out, sir. 
_ Mr. Ferevson: Evidently it was out; the crowd was around ? 
A.—Yes, the meeting must have been out; the crowd was around. 
Mr. Lennox: The crowd had not dispersed ? 
A.—WNo. 
Mr. Fercuson: How long were you in the hotel altogether ? 
A.—I should judge fifteen or twenty minutes. 
Q.—You went right into the kitchen, told the landlord you were going 
to search, went up to room eleven, got what you were after, and went away; 
that is about it? 
A.—Yes. 
Mr. Lennox: Was there any brandishing of firearms after you went 
out of the hotel ? . 
A.—WNo sir, not that I saw. 
Tue OCuarrman: You did not brandish any? 
A.—No Sir. 
Mr. Lennox: That is all. 
Mr. MacBrwr: You say you came from the United States just shortly 
previous to that raid, did you? 
a A.—No Sir. 
¥ Q.—How long had you been there before that raid? om 
i A.—I joined with the R.C.D.’s, at Kansas City, with the British Re- 
-eruiting Mission; that is when I came to Canada. © 
-- Q.—How long had you been here before that raid ¢ 
* A.—About four years, sir. 


os 
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arate had been here four years previous to that? 
A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—You say you knew Mr. Lennox? 

A.—I knew him by his photographs, which were e widely advertised at 
that time, sir. 

Q. = 195 you know Mr. Armstrong? 

A.—TI knew him the same way only. 

Q.—From his photographs ? 

A.—Yes sir, recognized him. 

Q.—And you were in Newmarket, got an automobile; you went direct 
to Sutton; is that correct ? 

va ules Sir. 

Q.—How long were you in Sutton before you went to the kitchen. of 
this hotel ? 

A.—Well, the best that I can remember, it was about nine or ten o’clock, 
some time around there when we got into Sutton. 

Q.—What time did you make the raid? 

A.—About eleven fifty. 

Mr. Lennox: Why didn’t you make the raid earlier ? : 

A.—Because Fielding had not come back with the information that 
there was anything doing there, and I refused to go into the hotel until there 
was, till there was some signs of something doing somewhere. 

Mr. MacBripre: You went into the “kitchen, the proprietor said, “Go 
ahead, search the hotel,’ didn’t he? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why didn’t you search the hotel ? 

A.—Because we didn’t think there was any need to. 

Q.—Explain to the Committee how you came to have your mind con- 
centrated on this room eleven? That is what I would like to know? 

A.—Mr. Fielding was sent to the hotel to look around first to see where 
there was anything doing, and what was doing, and he came back with the in- — 
formation that there did not seem to be anything doing out of the way at all, 
except in one room, and there was a traffic in and out of that one room, and 
this was room eleven. 

Q.—Did Fielding come to the kitchen with you ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Now, as a matter of fact, did Fielding direct this raid ? 

A.—Fielding got most of the information, if you call that directing 
it; he did not have any authority over us; we did not have to go in there | 
unless we wanted to, thought fit. 

Q.—Did he direct you to this room ? 

A.—He told us where this room was that the traffic was going in and 
out of. 

Q.—Did you wait in Sutton till you got information from Fielding? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—wWell, then, wouldn’t that indicate that Fielding directed it? What 
were you waiting for him for if it was not for direction ? 

A.—It would not have done for us to walk in there. 

Q.—Well, have you not power to go on and search rooms in a hotel? 


GEORGE VY. 7 APPENDIX No. 2, 745 
aS 


A.—Yes sir, we have. 

Q.—And how long did you wait for Fielding ? 

A.—We waited from the time we arrived till he came back, 

@.—How long? An hour, an hour and a half? 

A.—About two hours. 

Mr. Fereuson: A pretty small party for a big election. 

Mr. MacBriwwr: At what time did you notify the proprietor in the kit- 
chen that you were going to search the hotel ? 

A.—TI beg your pardon. 

Q.—At what time did you notify the proprietor in the kitchen that you 
were going to search his hotel ? ; 

A.—When we went into the hotel, about 11:50. 

Q.—About 11:50? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—You had not notified him previously ? 

A.—Well, naturally not. 

Q.—I know, but I am trying to find out just how you came to be wait- 
ing for Fielding; a lot of unnatural things here, I might say. 

Tur CuHarrman: Oh, no; quite natural. 

Mr. MacBripz: A lot of unnatural things; we are all entitled to our 
opinions. 

Tue Cuarrman: Surely. 

Mr. MacBrinz: Fielding was with you when you went to the kitchen? 

A.—Yes. The best I can remember, I think all three of us walked 
back to the kitchen. 

Q.—Which one of you told the proprietor you were going to raid the 
hotel ? 

A.—I think I did. 

Q.—Are you sure you did? 

A.—Well, I would not absolutely swear to it now; it is some time ago. 

Tur Cuairman: Any further questions by anybody? ‘ 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Mr. Creasy, an intimation has been made 
that this was a frame-up; in your instructions were there any persons re- 
ferred to as men they would like to get in this raid? 

A.—No sir; there was no frame-up at all as far as I know. 

Q.—No particular men that you were after? 

A.—I heard Mr. Lennox make a statement a night or two afterwards 
right in Aurora; I was right in the meeting myself. He said it was not a 
frame-up. 

Q.—Was that the statement ? 

A.—TI presume so, and that one of the best citizens of North York County 
took the liquor there. 

) Hon. Mr. Raney: You heard Mr. Lennox say that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That it was not a frame-up? 

A.—That it was not a frame-up. 

Mr. Lennox: It is absolutely untrue. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: And that one of the best known citizens of North 


York took the liquor there ? 
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A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I think he said something like that in a newspaper 
interview. 

Mr. Lennox: If I did I must have been crazy. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): So that no names were mentioned to you 
prior to this? ' 

A.—No sir. We had general orders to go up there and stop lquor go- 
ing in for electioneering purposes; these were all the orders we had. 

Mr. MacBripz: Did you make any other raids in that constituency at 
that time? 

A.—No sir; we did a lot of night work. 

Q.—Any previous raid to that? 

A.—No sir. We only went there on the first. We made the raid on the 
second. It was the first raid we made. 

Mr. Lennox: The last witness said that you were up there four or 
five days? 

A.—About that, yes; we worked every night that we were there. 

Mr. Ferauson: And you did not find any liquor anywhere except 
room eleven ? 

A.—In that hotel, sir. 

Q.—I beg your pardon ? 

A.—We did not look any further in that hotel. 

Q.—That is as I understand it; when you went to the proprietor and 
said, “We are going to search your hotel,” why did you not search the place? 

A.—Because the information we had previously from Mr. Fielding was 
that there was nothing doing in any other room. ‘There is always a certain 
amount of stir and sign where a thing like that is going on. 

Q.—But here is a crowd of people, and I suppose more rooms were 
occupied ? 

A.—Well, I don’t know whether there was or not, but Fielding’s in- 
formation to us was that there was only stir around room eleven. 

Q.—You did not look anywhere else ? 

A.—We did not look anywhere else, because the room was full and we 
were not a strong enough party to turn everything upside down where there 
was such a crowd of men there. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): When you have information that there is a 


certain irregularity in a certain place—for instance, when you hear that 


there is irregularity in No. eleven, would you start to search in the cellar ¢ 


A.—No. . 

Q.—Just tell us what chance you would have of getting room No. 
eleven ? 

A.—When we get information of a certain room, that is the first place — 
we go. 

Mr. Hatz: Mr. Fielding went there first? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—To survey the ground? 

A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—And having come to a conclusion that there was something doing 


in room eleven— 


nol 


He 









lie. 
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A.—Yes Sir, 
Q.—He came back and decided that you fellows would take a hand in 
helping to raid ? 
___A.—That is what we went there for; we were to lay in the background 
till he got the information. ; 


Q.—And when you got there you told the proprietor in the kitchen what 
your errand there was, that you had come there to raid the house ? 


A.—Yes Sir, 
Q.—And he said, “Go ahead 2?” 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—And you went right to the spot where you suspected would be the 
most likely place to find liquor if there was liquor ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Well, because that is the only place to go in the first place if you 
do not want to miss it. 

@.—Were you drawn to that particular room by any circumstance, any 
particular circumstance ? 

A.—Why, yes. Fielding’s information when he came back was that 
there was a lot of traffic in and out of that room. 

Q.—And that would be a likely place; where the tracks were, of course, 
the game would be? 


A.—Yes Sir. 
Q.—And you went there and you got what you went for? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—There was no drinking in the room? 

A.—There was a couple of glasses that had been drunk out of. 

Mr. Fereuson: The two bottles that you got were sealed up? 

Mr. Lennox: Those were the only two bottles that were there, weren’t 
they ? 

A.—The only two bottles that were found. 

Mr. Lennox: I just want to recall, with the Committee’s permission, 
Mr. Fielding, for one question. 

Tae Cuarrman: Certainly. 


Grant Freiprine, recalled. 


THe CHarrman: You have already been sworn, Mr. Fielding. Mr. 
Lennox wants to ask you a question or two. 

Examined by Mr. Lennox: ; 

Q.—Mr. Fielding, you went there and registered, I think you told us 
yesterday, under an assumed name? 

A.—I did, sir. 

(.—And you were assigned to a room? 

A.—I was, yes sir. ' 

Q.—That room that was assigned to you was opposite, not immediately 
opposite, but nearly opposite, room No. eleven ? 

A.—Well, I would not say that, sir; the room that I was assigned was 


; ‘at the head of the stair on the right, this room eleven, at the front of the 


house on the left, so it would hardly be opposite. 
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Q.—But I mean it is on the opposite side of the hall? 

A.—On the opposite side of the hall, the front of the house. The other 
room is at the rear of the house. 

Q.—And the whole hall would not be anything like the width, the size 
of this room ? : 

A.—No sir, it is a very small hotel. 1 

Q.—Until the meeting was adjourned had you seen any person go in 
and out of any room in that hotel? 

A.—I had, yes. 

Q.—Which room ? 

A.—The room that we went into, room eleven. 

Q.—Whom had you seen going in there? 

A.—I don’t know; they were men; that is all I could say. 

Q.—How long was it before the meeting was adjourned that you saw 
anybody go in there? 

A.—Well, I should say about half an hour. 

Q.—Were they any of the men that were in the room when the raid 
was made? 

A.—I couldn’t say that, sir; I did not pay much attention to the men. 

Q.—Was there anything unusual in them going into room No. eleven ? 

A.—Anything unusual in entering the room? 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—Why, no, not that I know of. 

Q.—Did they make any noise in the room? 

A.—No sir; everything was— 

Q.—Then is that the reason that you concentrated your efforts and your | 
attention upon room eleven ? 

A.—No sir, it is not. 

Q.—What was it? 

A.—I was sitting down in the hall, sir, by the stove, for quite a while 
previous to the time we entered the room, and you were down there, sir; 
you spoke to me, said “Good evyening.% | 

Q.—I speak to everybody during election time. 

A.—The proprietor, Mr. Graham, also spoke to me. I noticed two 4 
or three people go upstairs, come down again, and whisper to some other 
men in the hall. | 

Q.—Was that before or after the meeting took place? 

A.—It was just before the meeting came out; I noticed people come ; 
in, and when they came in the door—of course I was too far back to hear — 
what was said, but they started upstairs to room eleven.. : 

Q.—How did you know they went to room eleven? 

A.—I am just saying they went upstairs; I took it for granted— 

Q.—They might have gone into any other room? 

A.—There was no other room in that hotel—I think—I couldn’t say 
for sure—that was occupied. . 

Q.—You do not know that? 

A.—Except my room. 

Q.—You know that the man from the telephone office was in the next — 
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A.—I don’t know, sir; I know he was in the hotel. 
Tue Cuarrman: Next witness. 
Mr. Frrevuson: Mr. Attorney-General, are you going to call some 
body? I wanted to call Mr. Hammond, if you don’t mind. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Certainly. 


kK. D. L. Hammonn, recalled. 


Tun Cuarrman: You have already been sworn, Mr. Hammond. 

Examined by Mr. Frreuson: 

Q.—Mr. Hammond, we have had evidence from a number of operators 
—I think they call them special officers; under you, at any rate—that they 
made reports to you at various times about incidents that occurred ? 

A.—Yes Sir, 

Q.—These reports were made in writing? 

A.—Not always. 

Q.—Not always? 

A.—Not always. 

Q.—Now, when you get reports of that kind, what do you do? 

A.—Well, it just depends on what the reports may be. 

Hox. Mr. Ranny: Speak a little louder, Mr. Hammond, so that they 
can hear you down there ? 

A.—It just depends upon what those reports may be. If I think they 
are worthy of taking notice of, I report them to my superior officer. 

Mr. Frereuson: That would be? 

A.—Was at that time General Elliott. In the earlier part of the time 
TIT have gone to Mr. Ayearst, when I first joined the Department, and I 
have also gone to Mr. ————(?%). When I was under General Elliott’s 
charge I reported to General Elliott. 

Q.—What did you do to preserve a record of these reports ? 
, A.—I did not keep a record of them at all. Any reports that were 

handed to me in writing I turned right over to General Elliott. 

Q.—You turned the original report over ? 

A.—I turned the original report over; I kept no record of it. 

Q.—Was it transmitted in a covering letter, so that you would have a 
record of having sent it to him? 

A.—No, it was not. 


Q.—How was it done? ; 
A.—T have taken it up to General Elliott, reported personally to him. 


Turn CnarrMan: When they were given to you verbally did you take 


: them down ? 

| A.—Not always, Mr. Curry, no. 

Q.—At any time? . 

A.—I think I have one one or two occasions, just made a short note 
et it. ' 

4 Q.—Did they sign them? 

A.—Sometimes, yes. | | 

Mr. Fercuson: There have been reports made to you, according to the 
of incidents that, if true, would be very objectionable in the 
had reports of that kind made to you? 





evidence here, 
service; have you 
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A.—What ? 

Q.—What do you call that man ? 

Mr. Lennox: McCutcheon ? 

Mr. Frrauson: McCutcheon is the fellow I am trying to think about; 
he gave a long detailed story of a good many things he knew about and took 
part in, and said he reported to you that somebody else perjured himself on 
one occasion ? 

A.—No, not to my knowledge; the first I knew of that was when it 
came out in evidence. J knew nothing about it at all. J presume you are 
referring to Joynt? 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—yYes; I didn’t know anything about it at all. 

Q.—Did you ever get reports from McCutcheon ? 

A.—I did, sir, many. 

Q.—Dealing with what ? 

A.—With irregularities. 


Q.—That is what I am getting at. Now tell us, what were these gen-— 


erally? Have you got any specimens of irregularities in your mind ? 
A.—Well now, none of them in particular; there was so much reported 
by McCutcheon that it is pretty hard for me to keep track of any particular 
details. 
Q.—You mean there were so many reports of that kind? 


A.—So many reports; I have all the original reports of McCutcheon 


that were turned in to the Department. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: These reflected on Courrian, I think, most of them? © 


A.—Mostly, I think, on Courrian, sir, and there were other members 
of the Department. 


Mr. Frercuson: This was when he was engaged in this investigation — 


of the organization itself ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Where are the reports 4 

A.—Where are the reports? 

().— Yes ? 

A.—Over in my office—that is, his original reports. Copies of his 
reports, I believe, are on file in General Elliott’s office. 

Q.—General Elliott was the only man you ever reported to? 


oe meen 


A.—To my knowledge, yes; I of course cannot recall who was in his 


place during his absence. 


Q.—Were there men employed in this work that you thought were un- 


fit or improper men to have? 


A.—Well, as soon as I found out or had the least suspicions of the man 


I immediately let him go. 

@.—So that there were men you found from time to time that should 
not be there ? 

A.—Oh yes. While sometimes I had nothing absolutely definite against 
a man, there was just—I had some slight premonition, nothing more, that 
he was not altogether right, and I therefore let them go. 

@.—When you lost confidence in a man— 

A.—As soon as I lost confidence in a man I let him go. 
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Q.—Now, what action was ever taken on these reports that you filed 
with General Elliott? What action was ever taken in consequence of them ? 

A.—I don’t know what action General Elliott took. Of course I could 
not take any further action than submit the reports to him. 

Q.—You are still in the Department, are you? 

A.—yYes Sir. 

Q.—Well, you would know if there was any departmental action based 
on these reports; you would be interested enough to keep track of it surely? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You were not here, Mr. Ferguson, I think. Gen- 
eral Elliott told the Committee that he himself read the reports and then 
turned them over to Mr. Middleton, the solicitor for the Department. Mr. 
Middleton read the reports and advised him that they would not take any 
action, that they were not sufficiently reliable. 

Mr. Fereuson: Did you ever discuss it with anyone else than Gen- 
eral Elliott ? 

A.—In the very ifirst place when McCutcheon reported or went to 
General Elliott, he did not report to me, he did not tell me anything about 
this affair at all. He went to General Elliott first of all, once or twice, or 
possibly three times; if I am right in my belief I think it was three times 
that he went to General Elliott before General Elliott telephoned me, and [ 
subsequently saw General Elliott in his office. This matter was then fully 
discussed between General Elliott, McCutcheon and myself. General 
Elliott was of the opinion that what McCutcheon told him was absolutely 
true, although I must say at the time that I was much much surprised at a 
lot of information that he gave, and I told General Elliott, I says, “If such 
is the case, all these irregularities, surely an investigation should he held,” 
and he agreed. General Elliott then said that he would see or take the mat- 
ter up with the Attorney-General before anything was eventually done. A 
day or two afterwards General Elliott again telephoned me and asked me 
to go up to his office, which I did, and, if the Attorney-General will remember, 
I went. into his office with General Elliott, and the Attorney-General asked 
me the question, “Mr. Hammond, is this McCutcheon whom General Elliott 
speaks of the same man who was in trouble recently at Guelph?” and, if 
you will remember, sir, I said, ‘Yes, it is.” 

Q.—You mean Mr. Raney asked you this? 

A.—Yes. You will probably remember that incident, sir. 

Hon. Mr. Ranty: No, I do not recall it. 

Tue Wirness: And just after that—that was all that was said—I 
walked out into Mr. Curry’s office while the General and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral discussed some further matters. Later General Elliott and I went into 
his office with McCutcheon. 

‘Q.—Went into whose office? 

A.—Into General Elliott’s office, with McCutcheon, who had in the 
meantime come up and was waiting in the office outside for General Elliott. 
We again discussed the matter, and General Elliott, he said he thought that 
an investigation should immediately be started. McCutcheon had further 
information for him, and I told General Elliott to his face, and he knows 

it as well as I do, I said, “General Ellott—I says, “Mr. Commissioner’’— 
that is the correct expression I used; I said, “Mr. Commissioner, I cannot 
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and will not employ McCutcheon while I have a charge of conspiracy hang- 
ing over his head,” and he said, “That is all right, Mr. Hammond; go ahead, 
and I will back you up,” and he has backed me up. 

Mr. Leynox: How long was that after this interview with the At- 
torney-General ? 

A.—Two or three days after; I couldn’t say, because we had no corres- 
pondence on the matter, I am sorry to say. If I had I would be able to 
back up my statements more. Then the question of financing this affair 
came up, and I told General Elliott that if it was to be made a secret in- 
vestigation that I could not very well use the funds of the O.T.A., that I 
would have to be granted a separate account. 

Mr. Frerauson: Some special fund 4 ) 

A.—Some special fund to carry on the work with, and he asked me 
how much money I thought would be necessary, and at that time I had the 
North Bay Investigation, you will remember, sir. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Yes. 

Tur Wirness: To undertake, and there was also the Ottawa Investiga- 
tion going on, and an investigation into the University here about stolen 
papers, examination papers, and knowing that General Elhott was going 
away to Europe, I asked General Elliott for the sum of $2,000, and he 
said “Do you think that would tide you over until I return?” I said, “Yes 
sir, I think it will.” , 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Just to cover those three matters ? 

A.—Yes sir; when McCutcheon— 

Q.—Yes ? 

A.—There are four matters. He said, “Very well,” he would see about 
it, and I again spoke to General Elliott, and I somewhat demurred at the 
time about starting an investigation with McCutcheon. 

Mr. Frercuson: You mean making use of him? 

A.—Making use of him. I told him that his evidence would no doubt 
be discredited more or less. Everything was explained clearly and fully 
to General Elliott. He stated on the witness stand here the other day that 
he did not know, sir, of any previous trouble that McCutcheon was in, and 
I say now upon oath that the McCutcheon affair at’ Guelph was fully dis- 
cussed with him in detail. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You know, I suppose—or did you—that Mr. 
Flavelle, Mr. Ayearst, I think, and Mr. Sarvis had looked into the Guelph 
affair and were satisfied that McCutcheon had been framed in that case? 

A.—I did, sir; and if you will remember, sir, the first day I gave 
evidence here I stated that I personally had discussed the matter with Mr. 
Flavelle, who felt himself quite assured that McCutcheon had been. framed, 
and that Mr. Flavelle had suggested that I give or we give McCutcheon $100, 
who was then up against it, to tide him over, as he thought he had been done 
wrong by, and in return for that McCutcheon suggested as he knew of cer- ~ 
tain bootleggers’ places that in return for the $100 he would take some of my 
operatives into these places, lead them in, but he would not give evidence, 
and Mr. Flavelle stated that he was not to give evidence in any case, and 
that was carried out. He was not used by me at any time to secure evi- 
dence against a bootlegger to go into court afterwards and give evidence 
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upon it himself, and when the special investigation was on he was not used 
in any way, either directly or indirectly. 

Q.—I think you never used him? 

A.—I never used him at all. 

Q.—To give evidence, I mean. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you discuss with General Elliott the fact that Me- 
Cutcheon was under indictment ? 

A.—Why, certainly, sir. I told General Elliott the whole procedure, and 
how we had arrested Slavin and McCutcheon, and I told General Elliott that 
I thought McCutcheon had double-crossed me, and that I would not lift the 
charge of conspiracy from off his head any more than I would of Slavin and 
Gross, and I did not do so until the last. I felt satisfied that he was playing 
a double game, and I explained everything fully to General Elliott, and what 
had happened,‘and moreover I asked General Elliott at the time, or I told 
General ElliottI did not think it was very fair of Mr. Ayearst at the time 
we had Slavin arrested to turn around and retain Mr. Haverson to defend 
Slavin when we were trying our hardest to carry out our duty problem. 
Mr. Haverson came out the following morning and he asked me to give him 
all particulars of the case, as Mr. Ayearst had asked Mr. James Haverson to 
defend Slavin, and I said to Mr. Haverson in the hallway, I said, “Mr. 
Haverson, what in hell’—excuse the expression gentlemen—“has that got 
to do with Mr. Ayearst, to interfere with a case like this?’ and that is the 
first time that I had reasonable grounds to think that Mr. Ayearst was not 
helping us in our Department as he should have done. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Q.—I would like to ask you, if Mr. Ferguson is 
through, about some men whose names have been handed in? 

A.—Pardon me, sir; I consider that General Elliott has shown me’ per- 
sonal spite, knowing that he has made a mistake, and he has endeavoured to 
throw all this responsibility on my shoulders, and I will say this to you, 
sir, and to the House: If I was responsible for the employment of a man 
who has been convicted I would stand here as a man and take my medicine, 
but I have not done that and I do not intend to take it. 

Mr. Frreuson: Why do you accuse General Elliott of spite? 

A.—Because General Elliott, he came over to the office and said, “Mr. 
Hammond, your work has been splendid, excellent, you have done good 
work.” The next thing I know is, my salary is reduced a hundred dollars a 
month and I am taken right out of the Department and placed in the Criminal 
Investigation Department, without a word. 

Mr. Lennox: When was this ? 

A.—Just recently, sir. 

Q.—Within what time? 

A.—Within the last six months. 

Mr. Ferevson: Cut down $1,200 a year? 

A.—$1,200 a year, sir, and he has given me no explanation whatever. 
I consider I have done more, I believe, than any other man in the Province 
of Ontario in enforcing the Act, sir, during the last year, and I think I am 
entitled to some explanation as to why that was done. 

Mr. Ferauson: What is your salary now? 
A.—It is $2,300. 
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Q.—You got $3.500 ? 

A.—And as a matter of fact I was reduced to even a lower salary than 
one of my own subordinates, Inspector Jeffrey, which I consider is nothing 
more or less than a disgrace. 

Hon. Mr. Ranuy: Then, Mr. Hammond, Mr. Lennox has handed 
in or intends to hand in, and has furnished copies already, the names of cer- 
tain persons who have been convicted in the Toronto Police Court. One of 
those names is W. E. Ingram. 

A.—Ingram, sir, was never employed by the Department. I arrested 
Ingram some time ago at 246 or 26, I think, Terauley Street; he was a boot- 
legger ; he was fined, I think, a thousand dollars and costs. 

Q.—So that instead of having been employed by the Department, he 
was prosecuted by the Department 4 

A.—He was prosecuted by the Department; he was never employed by the 
Department. 

Q.—Now, another name, in respect to whom a certified copy of the con- 
viction is handed in; that is the name of Vincent Nash ? 

A.—There is no Vincent Nash, sir; Stanley Nash is the only man. 

Q.—You don’t know Vincent Nash ? 

A.— I don’t know the name. 

Q.—Stanley Nash’s name is here too; then there is the name of W. J. 
O’Leary, said to have been convicted in the Toronto Police Court of B.O.T.A. 
Did you ever employ O’ Leary ¢ 

A.—No sir. 

Q.—Know anything about him ? 

A.—No sir; I heard of Mr. O’Leary being employed in the Department, 
I think—Michael O’Leary, V.C. | 

Q.—That is a different man; he is over in Welland or somewhere over 
there. This is William J.. Then there is a man named Leonard Bellair, and — 
also a certified copy of the conviction against him. Do you know him? 


A.—No sir. 
@.—Never heard of this man ? 
A.—WNo sir. 


Q.—Then there are three other names in respect of which certified 
copies of convictions are handed in. Stanley Nash? 

A.—Stanley Nash was employed by me, sir. 

Q.—What about Nash ? 

A.—Nash was employed— — | 

Q.—By the way, the certificate says that he was convicted as an absentee — 
under the Military Service Act ? 

A.—As I stated here before, sir, I didn’t know that Nash had had a 
conviction or had been convicted as a deserter until the conspiracy case was 
brought up before Judge Widdifield and a jury, and I was asked the question 
then. That was the first I heard of it, and the following morning General 
Elliott—I think it was the following morning—he wrote a letter asking me 
if it was quite true, and I made a full report and I also submitted a report of 
Sergeant-Major 

(Q).—Just stick to Nash at present ? . 

A.— Sergeant-Major Yates, who came up personally and saw General 





GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 755 
eee ee eer ere ae 


" 


Elliott regarding that; but I didn’t know—he was dismissed shortly after that, 
or let out. | ) | 

Q.—I see he was employed from the ist of May, 1921, to the 10th of 
November, 1921 ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—And he was let out shortly after you learned he had been convicted 
in the Police Court ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—That was the first knowledge you had of it? 

A.—That was the first knowledge I had of it. 

Q.—What had you known, or what had he told you, about his military 
record ? : | 

A.—He had told me that he was with the American Navy for a number 
of years, and he was discharged from the navy owing to very bad feet, and 
he tried to enlist to go overseas with the American Forces. Being unable to do 
that he came over to Canada and joined the Canadian Forces, and while 
stationed at the Stanley Barracks his feet again became very bad, and he 
was laid up for some time, and he thought that he was not getting the proper 
treatment from the army doctor that he deserved, and he left the army doctor 
and obtained some private position in the city, with the result that he was 
placed in a separate cot some place, and the military authorities didn’t know 
where he was, and he was arrested on that charge then of deserter, but he 
never had any intentions of deserting at all. 

Q.—You are satisfied that it was a mistake? 

A.—Absolutely, sir. 

‘Q.—Did he have an honourable discharge from the army ? 

A.—His discharge papers were submitted to General Elliott; he himself 
set out that he was sorry to see that a man like him had been 

Q.—Into this trouble ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Tur Cuarrman: That is, had got the notoriety ? 

A.—Had got the notoriety. 

Q.—Unjustly ? 

A.—Yes; he quoted it as very unjust. 

Hon. Mr. Ranuy: What kind of a man was Nash as an officer ? 

A.—I found Nash to be one of the most honourable men in the Depart- 
ment, and I think the other men in the Department will say the same. 

Tur Cuarrman: When he was discharged from the Canadian army 
did he get a certificate of clean discharge, an honourable discharge ¢ 

A.—His discharge papers, to my recollection, sir, showed that. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Honourable discharge 4 

A.—Yes sir. His discharge papers were in the Department for some 
time for General Elliott’s ae ' 

Q.—Then there is another man named Raymond Phillip, against whom 
it appears a conviction was registered on the 7th of October, 1919, for an 
offence under the Ontario Temperance Act. I see he was employed by you 
from the 1st of May to the 31st of May, just one month ¢ 
A.—Quite correct, sir. 

Q.—That would be several months previous ? 
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A.—I employed Raymond Phillip and one Tony Perille. 

Q.—Sometimes called Tony Phillips ? 

A.—I don’t think so. 

Q.—That is what, he is called here ? 

A.—Those two men were employed by me following receipt of a letter 
from your Department, sir, with reference to an Italian ring of bootleggers; 
some time ago I tried to find your memorandum in regard to that, but I don’t 
see it in my desk. 

Q.—These were employed 

A.—They were employed to try to obtain information against that par- 
ticular syndicate of bootleggers. , 

Q.—And they were both employed for one month ? 

A.—They were employed for one month. 

Q.—Just the one month, the month of May last? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—Both the same month, the month of May last year; now, it is not 
suggested, I understand, that 

A.—I didn’t know that they had a conviction. 

Q.—So far as Raymond Phillip is concerned there was apparently no 
conviction against him at the time; he was convicted in October—oh, you are 
right; it was before that. Did you make inquiries about these men before you 
employed them ? 

A.—If I remember rightly, sir, Phillips was introduced to me by one 
of the city police officials who thought that he would be a good man. Of 
course I wanted two Italians, if possible, to secure the information that was 
necessary, as I knew other operators could not very well obtain it or get in 
with them, and I went to some of the officials and asked them if they knew 
of any men that they could recommend to me, and I remember that Ray- — 
mond Phillips was recommended to me, and after Phillips came I asked q 
him if he knew of another man, and he in turn brought this man Tony Perille. 
I didn’t know of any conviction, and the police evidently could not remember 
of any conviction; otherwise, I think, they would have told me. 

(.—Apparently Raymond Phillip was convicted, according to this certifi- 
cate, on the 7th of October, 1919, under the O.T.A., and Tony Phillips or 
Tony Perille was convicted on the 12th of October, 1919, of a similar offence. 

Tu Cxatrman: What is the offense of which he is convicted? That is 
pretty broad. 

Mr. Lennox: Selling liquor, isn’t it? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Raymond Phillip, selling liquor and Tony Phillips 
did unlawfully have liquor in other than a private dwelling house. 

Mr. Frreuson: That would mean that fellow was a bootlegger. 

Tue Cuarrman: The fellow that was selling. The other fellow might — 
have had it in a rooming house and he might not have known there were a 
number of roomers that would have prevented him from having it there. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: These men were convicted, one in 1919, and one in 
1918, and in May, 1921, you employed them each for one month, and you 
say you did not know they had been convicted ? 

A.—No sir, I thought they were both honourable and straightforward 
men; I did not know there was a conviction. 
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Q.—That was on your own responsibility ? 

A.—Yes, to try and comply with your request. 

Q.—To round up these Italian bootleggers ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): You say that Mr. Ayearst employed Mr. 
James Haverson to defend Mr. Slavin, how do you know that ? 

A.—By Mr. Haverson walking out of Mr. Ayearst’s office on the morning 
after we arrested Slavin, who was out on bail. 

Q.—Tell us how you happen to know? 

A.—Slavin was in Mr. Ayearst’s office the following morning. 

Q.—What do you mean by the following morning ? 

A.—The following morning after we had arrested him charged with 
conspiracy he was bailed out, and the following morning, which I think was 
on the 7th, maybe, of May, and Mr. Haverson came out of Mr. Ayearst’s 
office and Mr. Slavin was in the office, and he took me by the arm 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Haverson did? 

A.—Yes sir. He says “Mr. Hammond, by the way, what is there to 
this conspiracy case or this conspiracy charge you have against Mr. Slavin?” 
I says “Why do you want to know?” He says “Mr. Ayearst has asked me 
to defend Slavin,” and I immediately flew in rather a rage with Mr. Haverson 
over the affair, and I told him I thought it was rather a high handed piece 
of work if Mr. Ayearst had asked him to defend a man whom we had charged 
there with conspiracy. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): 

Q.—Did Mr. Haverson defend Mr. Slavin? 

A.—No, he did not. 

Q.—You don’t know whether it was true or not, you only had Mr. Haver- 
son’s word ? 

A.—Mr. Haverson has since spoken to me regarding the incident. 

Tue Cuarrman: What did he say? 

A.—He says “You know, Hammond, you need not get mad at me for 
that, because I did not know at the time, I just went in to Mr. Ayearst and 
he asked me to defend him. I came promptly out to you to see if you would 
give me the particulars about the case.” 

f Hon. Mr. Raney: Did you ask Mr. Ayearst if that was the case? 

A.—No. JI tell you candidly I thought Mr. Ayearst was not giving me the 
assistance that he really should have done. 

Q.—Did you ever employ women in enforcing the law ? 

A.—TI never did. 

Mr. Frereavson: Do you know of their being employed ¢ 

A.—No. 

Q.—There have been two or three women’s names mentioned here? 

A.—They have. Those women, as I stated before, they were asked to 
give information which General Elliott instructed me to get. Their names 
were discussed with General Elliott regarding all these supposed irregularities 
by McCutcheon—I did not know who these parties were, he mentioned their 
names, and J asked General Elliott if it would be all right for me to have 
these women brought to the office to give the necessary information, and he 
said yes, and I asked General Elliott regarding the compensation of these 
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women, or paying them for loss of time or travelling expenses, and he said he 
would leave that with me, he thought it would be perfectly all right, we would 
not expect them to come for nothing. 

Mr. Frereuson: You did pay them ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—So that they were used to that extent in the enforcement of the 
law. I do not see anything wrong in that. 

Tue Cuarrman: They were not sent out to buy hquor ? 


A.—WNo. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: They were not employed ? 
A.—WNo. 


Tur Cuarrman: They had certain information, and you tried to get the 
information ? 

A.—I was told to get the information from them sir, and I did. 

Mr. Ferauson: On what basis did you pay them—I think I saw a receipt 
from some woman of $30? 

A.—I think I gave Miss Bailey or Miss Collins $10 one day. I asked 
McCutcheon there, who was with her, I says “How much does this young lady 
want?’ And he says, “I think, Mr. Hammond, $10 will be all right; it will 
tide her over for a day or two,” and in all I gave her $30 for the two of them. 
As a matter of fact I have a bill or expense account that one of the girls made 
out which was never signed before a Notary Public, put in to eee that they 
received the money. 

Mr. Frrcuson: The Monee Goneeel has asked you about a number 
of names that appear to have been convicted, and you say you did not employ 
them; do you know whether they were employed at all by Sarvis or Ayearst ? 

A.—Those men I don’t know their names. 

How, Mr. Raney: We have made a search and we can find no trace of 
those four names mentioned, 

Tur Cuarrman: One he said they arrested and prosecuted. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: His name was Ingram? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Frercuson: You are only speaking of the men you employed your- 
self, and not of Sarvis’s men? 





A.—I don’t know any of Mr. Sarvis’s men except seeing them around’ 


the hall. 
Mr. MacBripr: How long have you been employed by the government ? 
A.—I was appointed i in the 15th December 1920. 
Q.—What experience did you have previously in police work ? 
A.—I was 10% years with the Pinkerton Detective Agency here in 
Toronto. 
Q.—So that you have had plenty of experience in police work ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Criminal investigations ? 
A.—Mostly. 


Q.—.Have you any records of the number of convictions that you have 


secured while you were in charge of this department for any one year, © 


take 1921? 


A.—The last year I handled in Toronto Police Courts 270 cases, 206 — 
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convictions ; 32 dismissals. 6 cases were withdrawn; and warrants were 
issued in the other cases where the parties had got out, jumped their bail 
or something. 

().—Have you any information as to the total amount of fines? 

A.—The total amount of fines that were paid amounted to $112,000. 

Q.—During that year under your direction ? 

A.—Yes, last year. 

Tue Cuarrman: 1921? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. MacBrinr: Is that the reason they cut your salary down ? 

A.—I could not say, sir; and I think we confiscated liquor to probably 
the amount of, I might almost say, $100,000. ; 

Q.—When were you reduced in rank in your department ? 

A.—Two months ago. 

Q.—No explanation ? 

A.—No sir, no explanation. I will say this, that General Elliott caine 
over to Mr. Ayearst’s office and he called me in, and he said “Mr. Hammond, 
we are thinking of making some reorganization, and some, I forget the exact 
word he used, but however, he said they were considering a slight reduction 
in the Inspectors’ salaries, and he says “Mr. Hammond, you are getting a 
very large salary.” I says “Yes sir; that was given to me upon my appoint- 
inent; I was asked to accept this position, which I did; I gave up my other 
position to do that;’’ and he said there would be some slight reduction made, 
uud would I object to some slight reduction? And he says “You know, the 


other inspectors are somewhat jealous of your salary.” I said ‘“Well’—I did 


not think very much of it at that moment because it was so sudden, and 
he came out shortly afterwards and he says, ‘Mr. Hammond, I will see you 
again regarding this reduction in your salary,’ and since then I have not 


heard any more of it. 





At 
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to know how they compare with yours ! 


" A.—I do not know. 


— 
4 


iw 
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Q.—You were reduced $100 a month? 
A.—I was; I was taken out of that department where I was engaged 


and placed in the Criminal Investigation Department. 


Q.—This record you have given us of 270 cases brought to the Court, 


206 convictions secured, and $112,000 collected in fines, is that record avail- 


able for the Attorney-General ? 
A.—I can bring my book over. 
Q.—I know, but is that on record that the officials over you would have 


that information 2 


A.—They should be. I turn in a record of every case handled every day 
in the Police Court; and I want to say further there, that despite that work 


we carried out with practically four men five hours of our day our time was 


taken up in the Toronto Police Court handling these cases, and we carried 


~ out over 400 searches of automobiles, public places, hotels and other houses 
irrespective of that work, and we worked on an average of 16 hours a day. 


Q.—How many other inspectors are there in the same kind of work ? 
A.—Only myself and three other provincial officers. 
Q.—Have you records of any of the other inspectors? I would like 
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Q.—Have you any information at all? , | 
A.—No sir. 
Q.—The name of Mr. Haverson came up here as to being employed to 

defend Slavin 4 
A.—Yes. : 
Q.—Who was prosecuting Slavin, was it the Department ? : 
A.—Certainly, my Department. 

Q.—On what charge? 

A.—Conspiracy. 

Q.—And am I right in understanding that Mr. Haverson was also ~ 
-employed by the Department in defending him ? 
A,.—No. é 
Q.—Give us that ) 
Tux Onarrman: What he said was Mr. Haverson came out of Mr. . 





Ayearst’s office. 
Mr. MacBripre: First of all we have got the department under your 
direction prosecuting Slavin. . 
Tur Cuarrman: He did not say Haverson defended him. He said ~ 
Haverson did not defend him. 
Mr. MacBripe: We have the first part of it under your direction Slavin B 
was being prosecuted, for conspiracy. Mr. Haverson defended him; who © 
employed Mr. Haverson ? : 
A.—Mr. Haverson, sir, the morning after we had arrested Slavin and ~ 
Gross, Mr. Haverson came out of Mr. Ayearst’s office at 46 Richmond Street — 
West, and I was just leaving my office, which was next door but one to Mr. ~ 
Ayearst’s office, and he said “Hello, Hammond,” and he took me by my left — 
arm, and walked in the passage, and he says,—just at that time Mr. Slavin _ 
who was standing in Mr. Ayearst’s office just came to the door, and he says _ 
“T say, Hammond, what is this conspiracy charge that you have brought against . 
Slavin, because of course Mr. Ayearst is asking me to defend Slavin,’—and _ 
I swore there, and then Mr. Haverson asked me not to be cross math him, — 
Q.—Did “Mr. Haverson as a matter of fact defend him? ‘ 
A.—He did not eventually, sir; Col. Greer defended him. 
Q.—You spoke of having suggested to your chief General Elliott that 
an investigation should take eo 


a sg, did. : 
Q.—When did you suggest that? | 
A.—One day. 


Q.—Approximately what month ? 

A.—TI think it was the first week in June of last year. 

Q.—Has that investigation ever taken place? 

A.—No, other than the investigation that McCutcheon undertook. 

Q. —Was your investigation a matter of McCutcheon or a general invest- 
igation, was it confined to McCutcheon ? 

iA. When i spoke to General Elliott it was a matter of things in general 
from complaints which had been brought to me from my officers, and also from 
men from other departments. Now, there were several things that came from 
time to time that I have no notice of at all, I thought it was just a lot of — 
jealousy and small talk, but when my officers down there at the office said | 


‘. 


M 
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“My. Hammond, we absolutely refuse to do any more work unless you see 
something is done’’ I thought it was quite time I did say something. 

Q.— With your experience in the Pinkerton force and nearly two years 
experience here, were you convinced that McCutcheon was not a proper man 
to enforce this Act? 

Mr. Hatt: Was McCutcheon enforcing the Act? 

A.—As a matter of fact sir, to speak candidly, I don’t think that I 
ever would have had any hesitation in employing McCutcheon before he 
came to General Elliott, and I felt—naturally I have since heard of that 
perjury which was committed in the Joynt affair, had I not known of any- 
thing of that kind I still felt, to-day feel, that McCutcheon would be about 
as honorable as any other man enforcing the law. Of course I still feel in 
my own mind convinced that McCutcheon is not guilty of what he has been 
charged with. 

Q.—You speak of Mr. Ayearst not giving you the support to which 
you thought you were entitled ? 

A.—No Sir; I don’t think Mr. Ayearst has done—I am speaking in 
all fairness to Mr. Ayearst and myself : 

Q.—When did the idea enter your mind? 

A.—The first idea was I thought afterwards, I did not really think on 
the impulse of the moment, it was after I reflected a little when Mr. Ayearst 
had introduced Nathan Slavin to me, which was one Wednesday about the 
middle of last February about a year ago, and told me, or had asked me 
rather to employ his car. We at that time were hiring automobiles to carry 
out our searching parties, raids, and so forth, and Mr. Ayearst introduced 
Slavin more as a friend and | 

Mr. Frrcuson: As an acquaintance ? 

A.—As an acquaintance; and I asked Slavin what the price of his car 
would be. He said $2.00 per hour. I did not know Slavin from Adam at 
that time, I did not know that he was a bootlegger at that time 

@.—Was he? 

A.—He had been previously convicted. Provincial Officer Smythe who 











if gave evidence yesterday, he waited until I had walked down to the Officers’ 


room, which was quite a little distance from Mr. Ayearst, and I could 
see that he was quite displeased over something, and I asked him what the 
trouble was, and he said “Mr. Hammond, if you attempt to employ a boot-. 


% legger’s car in this Department I for one will not go out on any case again ;”” 


and the man named Wiles, who was an operative at that time, he says, “Mr. 


~ Hammond, if you want to employ a car why my brother has several cars, 


and would be only too glad to rent a car out to the hire of the department, 
and he is no bootlegger.” So I did not think any more of it at that time; 
I just let the matter pass, and we employed other cars from different garages 
—just got the telephone book and phoned one here and there. 

Mr. MacBrive: On the question of hiring cars, what is the usual custom ? 

A.—At the present time we have our own car. 

Q.—What had been the previous custom ? 

A.—To just hire any car that would be convenient. 

Mr. Lennox: I see amongst the public accounts on two occasions there 
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is a charge of $240 for a car on each occasion to North Bay—is that in your 
department ¢ 

A.—It was, sir. . 

Mr. Frerevuson: For a trip to North Bay? 


A.—Yes. 
Hon. Mr. Ranuy: There was reason for it? 
A.—Yes. 
.. Mr. MacBrivr: This man Slavin had previously been convicted ? 
A.—Y es. 
Q.—Was his car engaged ? 
A.—WNo sir. 


Q.—Because the other man Smythe had told you not? 

A.—Certainly. 

Q.—Did you have any information at all about the Sutton raid, did 
that come under your direction ? 

A.—None whatsoever. 

Q.—Was it in your department? 

~ A.—No sir. 

Q.—I. want to ask you about money that is handed to officers to secure 
a conviction, what is the custom, for instance I know of an incident where 
$50, it is alleged, was given to two officers to go and get a certain case; what 
is the usual custom, and is there any well defined custom ? 

A.—The custom that has been in my own department has been this, 
that each operative is given sometimes three, four or five dollars to go out. 
that money is not marked; that is given to him to go out to try and find 
places that ‘are selling, that is probably some pool room, and meet a friend, 
“Hello, Bill, come on; I want a drink,’ and they will take them to some 
place, and that operative will come back to the office. He has been to this 


one place and bought liquor. He knows he could go back again. He will © 
give us the name of the street, and if possible of the owner or occupant of © 


the house. We will then secure a warrant, and when he_is ready to go to 
this place we will then hand him ancther $5 or $10, whatever the case may 
be—If he wants to buy a bottle of liquor we give him a ten-dollar bill,— 
not always one bili, but sometimes in different denominations to the value 
of ten dollars, and each bill is then marked. 

Tue Cuatrman: The numbers taken ? 

A.—Yes; the numbers are taken of those bills. The operative is 
searched; he has not anything on his person excepting a pocket handkerchief, 


excepting the marked money that we give him. That operative is then 


shadowed, kept under strict suveillance from the time he leaves the office 
until the time he goes into the house wherever he is to purchase this liquor. 


xs 


1 Wes 


Sometimes we will only give the man five or six minutes in a house to obtain — 
a drink where he cannot obtain a bottle. As soon as that six minutes 18 
up we make a raid, and we get them as a rule with the drink right in his 


hand and the bottle sitting beside him, and we recover the money. 
Tue Cuarrman: And in ease it is a bottle, what then? * 
A.—In ease it is a bottle he will bring that bottle out; but the house 


is kept under surveillance from the time that man enters the door until he 


comes out; so that he cannot meet any other person, and that there shall be 


et 
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no collusion with any other person at all that might have spite against these 
people whereby they could hand him a bottle and make believe he got it in 
this place. 

Q.—You make the arrest immediately ? 

A.—Absolutely right there and then. 

Q.—Now, you speak of having interviewed the Attorney General with 
respect to these complaints that you have taken before General Elliott 2 

A.—With General Elliott on that one occasion. 

Q.—Was it a thorough interview or a few minutes? 

A.—The only question that the Attorney-General asked of me, sir, was 
“Ts this man McCutcheon whom we are speaking of now the same man 
that was in trouble recently in Gueiph?” 

Q.—That was all the interview amounted to? 

A.—I said yes sir, knowing that McCutcheon had explained his trouble 
to me that he had at Guelph, and I had discussed that with Mr. F lavelle, the 
former Chairman. 

Mr. Lennox: Was he under indictment then ? 

A.—No sir—I beg your pardon, I think he was under indictment then. 

@.—Was that mentioned before the Attorney-General ? 

A.—Yes.sir, I think that was. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Be definite about that, if you please. 

A.—I don’t want to make any false statement; I want to be absolutely 
perfect in my statements, but I rather think sir, that, I know the matter was 
discussed, but whether this conversation took place before General Elliott 
went away or after his return regarding the indictment I won’t be quite 
positive; I rather think regarding the indictment of McCutcheon it was upon 
General Elliott’s return, and of course I was not asked any more questions 
at that time, but I thought possibly that General Elliott had taken and dis- 
cussed the matter with the Attorney-General just as fully as what I have 
“done, that he knew and was quite aware of all that had transpired. 

Mr. Lennox: Did you have two interviews with the Attorney-General, 
or just one ? 

A.—It was after General Elliott returned; I was taken into the Attorney- 
General’s office with General Elliott, and it was there that I mentioned to 
the Attorney-General also—we were discussing the whole thing regarding the 
different officers whom we thought were irregular in their methods. 

Mr. Frrcuson: You were discussing the integrity of the staff? 

A.—Yes; it was following certain of the assertions that had been made 
by McCutcheon. 

Mr. Lennox: Was that the occasion when you say it was brought to 
the attention of the Attorney-General ? Ky . 

A.—Regarding the conspiracy charge it is quite possible, | would not 
like to be too sure of that, but I know the first time was before Genera] Elliott 
went away, because General Elliott after the discussion the last time with 
the Attorney-General, and we made the final arrangement, I knew he shook 
hands with me in his office, and said “Good bye, Mr. Hammond, I hope when 
I come back this will all be cleaned up satisfactorily.” 

Mr. MacBrive: Have you had any interviews with the Attorney-General 
since that time? 
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A.—WNo sir. 

Tue Cuarrman: Since which time 4 

Mr. MacBrive: Since the time he speaks of when he made a complaint. 
to General Elliott. 

Tur Cuarrman: He says he saw him before he went away and after 
he came back. 

Mr. MacBrive: He speaks of complaining to General Elhott, and then 
had a small interview with the Attorney-General; have you brought your 
complaint since that time to the Attorney-General’s attention—you had been 
treated unjustly to your mind, and you had been reduced in your salary? 

A.—TI asked the Attorney-General about that; I have not been to him 
since about that. 

Mr. Lennox: When did General Elliott return ¢ 

A.—July or August; I think in August. | 

Q.—I have here a copy of evidence filed in the Toronto Police Court 
Rex v. Elsie Waddell, 426 Church Street, was arrested March 24th 1921 on 
information of S. Smith ? 

A.—Yes, Samuel Smith. 

Q.—Do you remember upon that occasion a woman by the name of 
Pearl Womford ? 

A.—I never heard that name. 

Q.—She afterwards became Mrs. Clarke, who gave evidence in that case? 

A.—I heard that Mrs. Clarke did give evidence in that case, but I 
never knew the name Womford. 

Q.—She is the same person; so that in this case a woman was used for 
the purpose of getting a conviction ? | 

A.—She did give evidence, but that was absolutely unknown to any — 
officer I think in the department that she was going to give evidence, or that 
she was being used either directly or indirectly. Her husband used her on 
his own initiative unbeknown to us, and she happened to be there when the’ 
vaid was made, and there was nothing else to do; but the lawyer called her 
as being a third party in the house, and she had to give evidence. | 

Q.—According to the evidence she was the one who got the bottle, did 
you know that ? 

A.—No. ‘ott 

Q.—She had been boarding at the house of Mrs. Waddell, and she 
negotiated the purchase of the liquor, you do not remember that? 

A.—No sir; I heard afterwards, mind you that she had been staying at. 
426 Church; I heard that she had turned apparently on her friend, and I 
spoke to Clarke regarding that treatment towards this particular person 
afterwards, and I told him I would not allow anything of that kind. 

Q.—Did she give evidence in any other case to your knowledge ? 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Tue Onarrman: Clarke was in the employ of the Department! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And he went to this house with whom, what officer did Clarke go to 
the house with ? : 

A.—With Smith. Smith laid the information. 

Q.—Did the Clarkes go there with him—she was his wife? 
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A.—Mrs. Clarke was along with her aeebe te 
Q.—You do not know when she married Clarke ? 


A.—No. | 
Q.—Was it before or after that ? 
A.—No. 7 


Q.—But ‘the lawyers for the defence called this woman, whether she 
was his wife or whether she was not? 

A.—I understand that 

Q.—The lawyer for the defence called her? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—So that as far as the Department was concerned you as Inspector 
of the Department employing this man, did not know this woman was in 
the house at the time? 

A.—No. 

Q.—And did not know she was going to be called, and she was not 
called by the Department, but was called for the defence by the solicitor for 
the defence ? 

A.—As I understand. 

Mr, Jounston (Simcoe): I am not just satisfied in my mind about the 
charge made by Mr. Hammond against Mr. Ayearst in reference to employ- 
ing Mr. Haverson to defend Slavin; you have already charged Mr. Ayearst 
with employing Mr. Haverson. | 

Mr. Frereusoy: He did not charge him with anything of the kind. 

Tre Cuarrman: He said that Mr. Haverson told him that Mr. Ayearst 
had employed him. Knowing Mr. Haverson as well as some of us do, it 
may or may not be a joke. He ought to be called. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Did you ever discuss this with Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—I tell you I felt so annoyed that I did not discuss the matter. 

Q.—And you feel you are perfectly justified in making that statement 
without trying to ascertain whether it was true or not? 

A.—I spoke to General Elliott regarding it, and I told General Elhott— 
he asked me if I had gone to Mr. Ayearst regarding it, and I told him no, 
I think it is a matter which you should speak to Mr, Ayearst ancut; 
I don’t want any misunderstanding; I never had a word with Mr. Ayearst 
since I have been in the Department at any time. 

Q.—Mr. Haverson did not defend this man Slavin as he told you he 
was going to do? 

Tur Cuarrman: If as he said he had been asked to do. 

A.—He did not defend him; Col. Greer defended Slavin. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): | 

Q.—So that there still is some doubt as to whether he was asked? 

A.—I have no doubt in my mind; I don’t think Mr. James Uaverson 
would lie. He has never lied to me. 

Q.—You think still he was asked to defend ? 

A.—I do. 


iSButuheudidsnot doit? : 
eine 1 know Mr. Haverson felt the same as I did afterwards that 


probably it was not quite the right thing to do. 
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Q.—You say that in your opinion he was asked to defend Slavin by 
Mr. Ayearst ¢ 

A.—That is my opinion; I have no reason to think otherwise. 

Mr. Hatz: You said something a little while ago with regard to the 
hiring of a car from Slavin by Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Was Slavin at that time in the service 4 

A.—No sir. Mr. Slavin has never been employed to my knowledge . ‘nce 
I have been in the department. 

Q.—Had he been convicted previously 

A.—I understand so. 

Q.—Have you reason to believe that Mr. Ayearst knew that he was 
a convicted bootlegger ? 

A.—That I could not say. 

Q.—You have no information on that? 

A.—No. 

©Q.—Mr. Frereauson: But everybody around the office knew it? 

A.—Everybody around the office knew it very well. 

Mr. Harz: You have no facts 

A.—WNo. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We will ask Mr. Ayearst what he has to say about it. 


J. A. Aygarst, Recalled. 


Hon. Mr. Ranry: Do you wish to speak, Mr. Ayearst ? 

A.—I would like to refer to that circumstance. In the first place when 
My. Hammond came, when Mr. Raney informed me that Mr. Hammond was 
to take charge of the Toronto district he came to me and I gave him all the 7 
information I possibly could do, advised him as to the methods of procedure, — 
the procedure that he has described here was deserthed to him vy me, as 
it has been followed for years by us, and I took him out the first case he ever 
got, I think, I took him out and got him the—— | 

Mr. Freravson: Did you engage him? 

A.—No, I did not know he was engaged till after. 

Q.—Who did? . 

A.—I don’t know who he was engaged by; he was engaged by Order-_ 
in-Council I presume. | 

Mr. Ferauson: Who engaged you, Mr. Hammond ? 

Mr. Hammonp: The Attorney-General and Mr. Flavelle I suppose. 

Mr. Frrauson: Who got in contact with you? | 

Mr. Hammonp: Mr. Flavelle. 

How. Mr. Raney: Do you remember who it was that recommended you 
to the Department ? 

Mr. Hawmonpv: I do not know, sir. The whole thing came as a sutr- 
prise to me. Of course I remember I was sick in bed at the time and Mr. 
Flavelle telephoned to me 

Tur Crarrman: You learned afterwards who recommended you? 

A.—I heard afterwards several people did. | 

Tux Crarrman: I recommended him for one. IT had had experience 
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with Mr. Hammond as Chief of the Pinkerton force here, he worked for the 


office in a number of cases, and gave satisfactory service, and I had no 
hesitancy in recommending him. 

Mr. Tompson: Did not I understand from the Attorney-General that 
this man Mr. Hammond—I never saw him before—that he got the very high- 
est recommendations from the head officials of the Toronto Police F orce 4 

Hon. Mr. Raney: One of the head officials, yes. 

Tue Cuarrman: Before I recommended him I inquired from the 
Toronto Police Force to see what their experience had been, and their ex- 
perience had been the same as my experience and I had no hesitancy in recom- 


mending him. I was asked if I knew him and I said yes, and I said “I will 


Tap 








make inquiries,” and subsequently I wrote a letter to Mr. Flavelle. 

Mr. Frrevuson: I suppose you would recommend he get back to his 
original salary 4 

Tur Cuatrman: This is the first time I ever knew he had been reduced. 

Mr. Ayearsr: I took Mr. Hammond out the first night, the first case 
and showed him how we used the man who was acting as a go-between, and 
it was a successful case, and he got a conviction. I took him also into my 
confidence about men on the staff; I advised him in regard to them. I said, 
difficulties arise sometimes and we get some men who after a while we find 
they are not trustworthy, and we let them go. I said “I don’t know of any 
one at the present time that is so, but I said you will have a better chance than 
I, because I am confined to the office now; and watch the men closely, and 
if you see anything wrong let me know. There is just one I have had com- 


_ plaint about, and I mentioned Mr. Courrian’s name, and I said there have 
_ been complaints come in about him, statements that he was not straight in 


some regards, and I said I have investigated as far as I possibly can and I 
have never yet found anything wrong and I do not believe them, but I said 
watch specially and see if you see anything wrong about Mr. Courrian and 
report to me.” I never received a report from Mr. Hammond about any of 


these men being wrong. Mr. Hammond came and consulted me for some 


time, and by and by he stopped consulting me, did not come near me, and 


I had memos from General Elliott that certain matters were taken out of my 
hands and were placed in Mr. Hammond’s. I did not make any complaints; 


I just let the thing go. Men were engaged; there were some men engaged 


that I could not. possibly have engaged, would not have engaged under any 
consideration. You have had the story about that from the men; their names 


will all appear before you. 


Mr. Lennox: Men engaged as spotters ¢ 
A.—I don’t know how they were engaged, but some of these men they 


| reed. 3 tk ‘0° m. 
“were up here, whom we were charged about, I don’t know who engaged the 


: | iy AGL 
(.—In the capacity of spotters and operators ¢ | 
-A.—I do not know just what their capacities were, but I had no know- 


ledge of them at all, and I was not consulted about them in any way or form. 


Now, the next matter was the matter of Slavin and James JHaverson. 


Tn so far as that is concerned James Haverson and Slavin both came to my 


office one morning. Mr. Hammond says it was the morning after this ee 
It was after the conspiracy, or after there was something about 


spiracy. 
. after there was something thout conspiracy, and this man 


conspiracy, or 


—J-22-v2. 
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Slavin I think came in first, but I am not positive, but both of them together, 
and Slavin was talking about what he was charged with, he did not know what 
he was charged with, “he did not appear to know, did not explain it anyway 
and said that he was down and out, had no money, and he guessed he would 
go to jail. JI said “That is up to yourself ; if you are not guilty you won’t 
go to jail; if you are guilty you will possibly ;” and he spoke about he had no 
lawyer: So Haverson was sitting there, and Haverson came in or was there 
at the time and I said to Haverson “Here is a man looking for a lawyer,” 
and that is as far as I went, and I says, ‘‘He says he has no money to pay 
a.lawyer.” That is all ‘het was said. And all that I had anything to do 
with it; and Haverson talked with him a while, and he went away. I was 
under the impression that Haverson was going to defend him; but when the 
case came to Court it was Dick Greer that defended him. 

Tue Cuarrman: It may be that Haverson going out said that? 

A.—Yes; that is all that occurred in my office. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: We will bring Haverson up. 

Tur Cuarrman: There is nothing worth while in that. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I don’t think so. | 

A.—Haverson is an exceedingly great joker, and he may have been putting 
up some joke. But some days afterwards McCutcheon came into my office 
and to my utter astonishment he asked me if I was paying for a lawyer for 
Slavin, and they were all in the box together at that time, and I said, 
‘Decidedly no, | am not paying for a lawyer for anybody; I have enough to 
do to pay my own debts.” 

Mr. Hatt: You heard what Mr. Hammond said about your recommend- 
ing that they should employ that’ car ¢ 

A.—Yes, I explained that the other day. 

Q.—Did you know that this man Slavin had been convicted $ 

A.—I knew this man was convicted once, yes, away back I think it is 
four or five years ago. 

Mr. Frercuson: He was a man of unsavory reputation ? 

A.—I don’t know anything against the man, except he had been con- 
victed once; but when he was convicted that time he came to the Board and 
pledged himself he would never have anything to do with it in any shape or 
form, and so far as I knew I did not know of him having anything to do with © 
it. When he came to me about that, I can explain it again, he came into 
the office once and he said, “I have two cars, and I am doing a jit business, 
I wish you people would give me a chance once in a while if you are going 
out anywhere, I will be glad to take you.” T said, “I don’t have anything to 
do with it; Mr. Hammond and Mr. Sarvis engage the cars.” 

Mr. Lennox: I don’t think there is anything in that. 

A.—I took him I think to Hammond and said, “Here is a man that 
has two cars, and he is running a livery, Mr. Slavin, and he will let you have 
them at two dollars an hour—we were paying $2.50 or $3.00 at that time. 
I left it to Mr. Hammond. He knew Mr. Sarvis and I presume he went to 
Mr. Sarvis himself. 

Mr. MacBrivre: Was this man Slavin a bootlegger? 

A.—Not that I know of at that time. 
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Tue Cuarrman: Was this man Slavin the same man whose n 
mentioned in the investigation before Sir William Meredith ? 

A.—Yes, the same man. 

@.—That of course was a long time ago? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Then there was an imputation at that time, was there not, by Mr. 
Dewart, that matters were not right as between the Department and Slavin? 

A.—He brought up his conviction, and that his fine had been reduced 
six hundred dollars; that is all I know about. | 

Q.—And then Slavin at that time was supposed, was he not, to have 
been delivering liquor ? 

A.—No, the only thing they had against Slavin at that time was that 
he had secured a quantity of alcohol and when it was delivered in his garage 
vur officer seized it; we did not know whether he had sold any or not, but he 
was charged with having liquor in a place other than his private dwelling, and 
convicted of that and fined one thousand dollars; and the fine was reduced 
to four hundred dollars on the request of the Board. 

@.—Then there was a question that came up in that investigation, would 
not that have been a fairly good reason not to have Slavin round about at all? 

A.—He was not about at all that I know of any more than he came up 
at that time; he used to come up occasionally; I believe the officers got a 
good deal of information from him. 

Tue Cuairman: Because there is many a time that it was said, ‘“Courian 
is out with that bootlegger Slavin”— 

A.—I would not be surprised. It was through Courian we got nearly 
all our information. He knew every bootlegger; that was the way we got 
the information. ; 

: Q.—He was out with Slavin? 

A.—I do not know. 

@.—There was a case where the car broke down or was upset ? 

A.—Upset. That case I think I explained. } 

Q.—Whenever I heard anything I went to you? 

A.—You came to me and I explained the thing. 

Q.—If I got information I gave it to you direct ? 

A.—Yes, and I used it. But Mr. Courian was the man who gave us 
the information about the bootleggers all over this city, and I got more informa- 
tion than I ever got from any other hundred men. 

Mr. MacBrive: You knew this man Slavin had been charged with con- 


ame was 


 spiracy, didn’t you? 


A.—TI do not know whether or not at that time. 

Q.—Was it not previous to that that he had been charged? | . 

-A.—I don’t think so. I think when he came about the cars was prior 
to that; I knew he was charged and I knew the case was dismissed against 
him. 

Mr. Lennox: You mean when he went for Mr. Haverson ? 

A.—No, I did not know what the charge was the first day, I knew very 
soon after, but when he came in he could not explain what the charge was to 


Mr. Haverson, something about a conspiracy, and he said he was hired for 
_ fifty dollars to drive a man to the Falls, and he got his fifty dollars. 
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Mr. McBrwer: How did Haverson and Slavin happen to be in your 
office consulting with you when your own department was laying a charge 
against him ¢ 

A.—They were not consulting with me; I don’t know how they came 
there. 7 

Q.—How long were they there? 

A.—Probably five or ten minutes. 

Q.—Were you present during the discussion ? 

_A.—I was present when Mr. Haverson came in, and evidently Mr. Slavin 
came in. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I suppose he came about different matters ? 

A.—Slavin had no excuse for being there. Haverson came in to see me 
about another matter altogether. 


Mr. MacBrive: Did they discuss this matter in your presence, the — 


charge ? 

A.—Very little—not the charge at all. This man told his story; he said 
he did not do anything, claimed he was absolutely innocent, said that he just 
drove a man over and got fifty dollars for doing it. 

Q.—You heard Mr. Hammond say they came out of your office almost 
together ? 

A.—I do not know. 

().—How long approximately weeld they be in? 


A.—Not over ten minutes all told, I don’t think they would be more — 


than that. 


Q.—You speak of taking Mr. Hammond out and instructing him as to the 
inethod employed by the go-between ? 


A.—The case I had with Mr. Hammond we sent a man into a place we | 


knew was selling, and he went in there and sat around awhile. 


Q.—Did he buy anything? 


A.—We knew a certain man had bought a bottle there, and he was ar- | 
rested, and he acknowledged he had bought a bottle, and the man was fined | 


$1,500. 
Q.—Was there money used that time ? 
A.—No, no money was used that time. 


Q.—You have heard what other witnesses have said about a well defined | 
method used in the Department for the transferring of money from the | 


Inspector ¢ 7 

A.—Mr. Hammond described it well. - | 

Q.—Is that a well enforced rule in the Department, do all the Inspectors 
operate on that rule, to get the money, mark it? 

A.—Take the number and series. 

Q.—Give the operator the money ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And immediately an arrest is made and the money recovered ? 

A.—They use their judgment, the officers, as to whether they make an 
arrest; sometimes if it is a person who has property they do not need to 
make an arrest; but among the element in the City of Toronto where there 
are so many foreigners that have not anything they generally make an arrest. 















4 
i 
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given unless they were going to buy a great many 
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Q.—What is the object of taking the money except for recoverine the 
money ? i 
A.—They very frequently recover the money without arresting; the 
officers say, “Show us the money,” and they show the money. 
Q.—Do you know the names of Speik and Chopin employed by the 
Department ? | 
A.—I don’t know Speik; I have seen Chopin; I would know him if I 
saw him, but that is all. A 
Q.—What are they, Poles? 
A.—I don’t know; they speak English, but they are not Anglo-Saxon. 
Q.—Have you any record in your department of each of these men having 


received twenty-five dollars to go and secure a conviction ? 


A.—Not to my knowledge, sir, nothing whatever. 

Q.—If there was such a record could you bring it before the Committee ? 

A.—If it were within my reach I could. 

Q.—It is under Inspector Sarvis? 

A.—These men were employed by Mr. Sarvis. 

Q.—If Sarvis gave them fifty dollars, that is twenty-five dollars each, to 
secure a conviction, there would be a record of that expenditure, would there 


not? 


A.—He never gave them twenty-five dollars to secure a conviction; he 
gave them twenty-five dollars for their expense—if they went to an outside 


_ town he would not give them less than twenty-five dollars. 


Mr. Frercuson: He would have a record ? 
A.—Yes, and when they put in their expense account that would be 


' _ balanced, and if there were anything behind there would not be anything back. 


Hion, Mr. Ranry: If you want to trace any payments made to these men 
we will try and get information for you from Mr. Mowat. 

Mr. MacBripr: I don’t want to put you in any position unfair ? 

A.—You can put me in any position you like. 

Q.—Will you swear there was no instance where special operators received 


twenty-five dollars apiece to secure a conviction 


A.—I say I never knew of anything occurring in the Department in the 
last sixteen years 

Q.—You would not swear ? 

A.—How could I swear ? bi 

Q.—Will you bring to this Committee the record of Mr. Sarvis’s ex- 





_ penditures in the City of Brantford ? 


A.—You have them now. . 
Tue Cuarrman: He has put this question this way, do you know of any 


instance whereby a man was given twenty-five dollars to secure a conviction 4 


A.—I do not. 

Q.—Could that possibly happen ¢ . 

A.—I cannot conceive of it vagy 

).—If they are given money— $ mh) 
het 1s for oe purpose of their expenses or going in and purchasing, 


liowed, but I never knew of twenty-five dollars to be 
when they would be foliowed, ae eebedbey ome ae 
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it on deposit, or where men were going out of the city, and using it for their 
expenses. 

Q.—It is not given to secure a conviction ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Frereuson: The Attorney-General says the expense sheets are avail- 
able. 

How. Mr. Raney: Yes, they are all in now. 

Mr. Frereuson: That could be looked up? 

A.—They are not in my control. 

Mr. MacBriwz: Mr. Hales is here, and he will give us the facts. If 
Chopin and Speik were given twenty-five dollars each by Sarvis that would be 
an unusual proceeding would it not ? 

A.—It would not be; it would be an absolutely usual proceeding. 

Q.—If it was used fe secure a conviction would it be unusual ? 

A.—If they used it improperly to secure a conviction it would be. 
If they, used it to pay their fare or hotel bill and purchasing liquor wherever it 
was necessary in order to get a conviction it would be proper. 

Q.—They might use the whole fifty dollars ? 


A.—Yes, 
Hon. Mr. Raney: You sometimes put up four or five hundred dollars ? 
A.—Yes, often. 


Mr. MacBrmr: What I want to know is the money always marked, and 
can I get evidence this money was marked ? 
A.—The money that goes out like that for expense account is never 
marked... 


(.—I have the-evidence on record in a Court of this Province at which — 


My. Hales was present. 

A.—Why not give me a definite statement ? 

Q.—When your special operators are given money to secure a conviction, 
is it a well defined rule of the hatreds that the number of the money 
must be taken ? 

A.—I do not know what you mean by “‘to secure a conviction ?”’ 

| Q@.—I thought you were head of the License Department to enforce the 
Oxia, 

A.—If you will tell me what you mean by paying money to secure a 
conviction. | 

Q.—To catch somebody selling liquor ? 

A.—How is the money paid ¢ 

Q.—Paid to a man to supply the operators with liquor ¢ 

A.—No, it is not always marked, not when they give it like that. 


Q.—We have had witness after witness come up here and tell this Com: - 


mittee that there is a well defined rule that the number, denomination of the” 


bill is taken ? * 

A.—I think I can answer you now. When men are sent out to distant 
places and an officer does not go with them that rule is not followed; that is 
done where the-officer can follow the men up. 

Q.—lIf the officer is right there with him. | 28 

A.—If he is right there with him he might do that. fr 4 











GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. T73 


Q.—The proper thing for him to do is to follow up and make the arrest 
and recover the money ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Is it proper if he did not make an arrest for a month after? 

A.—He may never make an arrest. 

Q.—Paying out fifty dollars of the public money ? 

A.—Heavens, we are paying out hundreds of dollars and do not get a 
thing from it sometimes. " 

Q.—They take the number of the money and hand it to the operator, and 
they follow him into the place designated, they have him make the purchase 
of liquor and they recover the money ? 

A.—Yes, sometimes. fs 

Tur Cuarrman: Will you permit me: I have allowed this matter to go 
right straight on; if these were two men that had been sent from Toronto 
to Brantford for the purpose of obtaining a conviction Mr. Ayearst has told 
you that they would have twenty-five dollars apiece ? 

A.—Maybe fifty dollars apiece. 

(.—And they would go up there. If it was being operated from Brant- 
ford with operators there and the Inspector there he might follow out that 
rule; it is not at all likely that he would follow it out if these men were sent 
from here to go up there, that the expense money and other money the 
numbers would not be taken for the purpose of identification ? 

A.—As a matter of fact in most cases the Inspector would not know 
they were there. 

Mr. MacBrripe: As a matter of fact the Inspector himself was there and 
gave evidence in the cases, together with the special operators, so that ex- 
planation: | 

Tue Cuarrman: If they did not give any evidence that the numbers had 
been taken of the money I suspect of course it was done. 

Mr. Haru: When they are given money on account do you get a receipt 
for the money when you hand it over—supposing you were sending me or 





| some other chap out on a job and you were supplying me with funds to carry 


on the work, would you ask me for a receipt for the money ? 
A.—Not necessarily. The officer would enter it in their account, cash 
twenty-five dollars or fifty dollars, and then he would have his expense sheets 


when they came in, and if they did not balance up they would pay him back 


the difference. — ? 
Mr. Hart: Supposing they gave him twenty-five dollars and the officer 


| entered fifty dollars, and when he came to balance up his expense account 


he docked him fifty dollars when he had only had' twenty-five dollars—that is a 
pretty loose system? — ' 

A.—No it is not loose; it is absolutely right. 

Mr. MacBriwe: Have you any advice in your department of 110 cases of 


whiskey that came to the City of Brantford in November, 1920 % 


A.—Not to my knowledge. : 
Q.—Have a ee advice of the late Chief of Police of Brantford, of the 


~ house to which 110 cases were delivered, only having ten cases recently ? 


A.—I could not say whether there is any advice to that effect or not; if 


there is any advice in the files we will let you have it. 
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Q.—Did the late Chief Slemin of Brantford consult you personally 
and give you much information ? 

A.—I could not say he did or that he did not. I get hundreds and 
thousands of letters of different kinds. JI have had communications with 
Chief of Police Slemin of Brantford, different times. 

Q.—I sent a telegram to the Attorney-General of the Province on the 
28th September last, and I understand he handed it over to you? 

A.—I could nee say; possibly he did. 

Q.—Have you any recollection of receiving that telegram ? 

A.—Not now. If I did it will be in the files there wiles it was returned. 

Mr. MacBrinr: Perhaps you will enlighten us on this (addressing 
Honourable Mr. Raney). 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: No, I would not enlighten you on anything. I would 
if you would stop talking. 

Mr. MacBrive: I ito not propose to take that insult at all. There is 
no person that I know of talks more and less to the point than the At- 
‘ torney-General. J am not surprised he has to plead guilty to being unable 
to enlighten me. I have never known him to enlighten anybody yet. 

Tue CuarrmMan: It is one o’clock. The Committee usually rises at one 
o’clock. Is it the will of the Committee to rise now ? 

Mr. MacBripe: I believe I have a right to pursue my question because of 
the very fact that the Attorney-General said he does not want to enlighten me. 
T want to enlighten this Committee and the House. 


Tue Cuarrman; It is for the Committee to say whether you will go — 


on. If the Committee desire to sit and let you go on all right; if the Com- — 


mittee desire to rise—they were in the House till five o’clock this morning, 


and if they desire to rise in order to go and get lunch before they go into the © 


House it is their will that will have to govern. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I move we adjourn, 
Mr. Harz: Before we adjourn Mr. Dewart said he had to go to the city 


on business, and he spoke to me about Tuesday, wanting to know if there was 


nothing else on Tuesday he would like that matter taken up with reference 
to the Workmen’s Compensation Board. | 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: This matter we hope to wind up on Tuesday. I move 
we adjourn. 


Mr. Lennox: I want to move, seconded by Mr. McCrea, that Mr. Graham — 


of Sutton be summoned to appear before this Committee at its next sitting. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I move that when we adjourn we adjourn until half 
past nine on Tuesday next and endeavor to conclude this hearing of these 
charges. 


Mr. MacBripve: J want to ask that Mr. Ayearst be requested to bring his — 


records, and that Mr. ales be also here on Tuesday. 
Mr. Avrarst: All right, I will be glad to. 


1922. 


The Committee aaatncd at 1 p.m. to 9.30 a.m. Tuesday, May 30th, 
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


The Committee resumed at 9.30 a.m. Tuesday, May 30, 1922, Chairman 
Watson, Presiding. | 


The minutes of the last meeting, Friday, May 26, 1922, were taken as 


read. 


Mr. Lennox: I would call Mr. Kirk of Newmarket. 

Mr. Dewarr: Mr. Chairman, before going on, I might say that I made 
a motion some time ago with reference to the inquiry in regard to Workmen’s 
Compensation matters, and thirty-one blacklisted doctors, and I suggested a 


_ certain day for the hearing. My motion has been on the order paper here, I 


think, for a month. I thought that I might have disposed of it before the 
Medica] Association met, but it is in session now. Perhaps I might get some 


_ additional witnesses here. I would move that that be the first order of business 


for to-morrow. It seems to me that these are matters of importance, as well 
as other matters, and I dseire to get this on. I hope the Attorney-General will 
not misunderstand my motives. I would like it put on to-morrow, even if the 
O.T.A. investigation has to be postponed for a while. 

Mr. Raney: I understood that this was to wind up to-day. 

Mr. Frerevson: I may say I have a witness subpoenaed for to-day. I 


_ have had several of them hanging around for two weeks. 


Mr. Raney: I thought it was to have closed last Friday. Apparently 


| we did not get quite through. I do not blame anybody, but I think we ought to 
be finished to-day. 


Mr. Dewarr: I am very anxious to get this matter on, under existing 


~ eireumstances. 


Mr. Fereuson: Do you want it to-morrow? 

Mr. Dewarr: I would like it. 

Mr. Frerauson: I have an official, who would take only about ten 
_ minutes, | 

Mr. Dewarr: With reference to what matter? 

Mr. Ferevson: It is with reference to moving pictures; it would take 
five or ten minutes. 

Mr. Dewart: I have no objection to that, but I do not want to hang 
around all morning, because I am not so interested in this as I am in that. 
| Mr. Raney: If it be understood that subject to our finishing that mat- 
ter, I should think that would do. 
| Mr. Ferauson: How much of this have you Mr. Lennox ? 

Mr. Lennox: I will finish to-day, as far as I am concerned. 
Mr. Raney: I presume you intend to make your statement to-day, 


Mr. Lennox: Oh yes. 
Mr. Raney: Then we will get all through. 


1 Mr. Dewarr: Might I further ask, then—the papers have been brought 


down by the Workmen’s Compensation Board and are in the possession of 


4) the Secretary; is there any objection to my looking at them and taking mem- 


i 
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oranda outside of the Committee Room ? : i 
Mr. Raney: There cannot be any, I should think. 


T. B. Krrx, sworn. 

Examined by Mr. Lennox: 

Q.—Mr. Kirk, you are a county constable? 

A,—Yes Sir. 

Q.—Do you remember a short time ago, within the last few months, 
a man by the name of Heaton being sent up to Newmarket, or being in 
Newmarket ? 

-.A.—Yes Sir: 

Q.—He was superseding whom ? 

»<A.—Dan Mackenzie. WBihg 

_.Q.—Dan Mackenzie was the Inspector for the Gomity: of" York? 
A.—yYes; he said he was retired or fired and Heaton had taken his 
place. : | 

Mr. Frerevson: Inspector of what? 

Mr. Lennox: License Inspector ? 

Tue Wirness: Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: Just tell in your own words alae took place bees | 
you and Heaton when he went to Newmarket ? 

A.—He said that he had been sent there to see me, to give him some in- 
formation in connection with the bootleggers and fellows making swamp 
whiskey, and we had a case on that day, and I pointed two or three in the 
court to him, and he asked me to see him in the hotel at eight o’clock, and I 
said that I would. When I got there I told him that I had fifteen or six- 
teen summonses to deliver and I could not get back for an hour or so. He 
said, ‘“‘Would you mind me coming with you?’ I said, ‘No, not at alL” 
One of the witness’ houses we went to, he came in with me, and I said, “This. 
woman has given me valuable information at different times,’ and I suspected 
the man where she was staying was a bootlegger, and when we came away 
he said, “You seem to be well liked by the people, according to what I can 
hear and what I can see.” ‘Oh,’ I said, “Give them a square deal and 
treat them white, and you get better results.”” We went back to the hotel, and . 
in the bedroom he said, ‘I think you could get better acquainted with this 
woman.” JI said, “What do you mean?” “Oh,” he says, ‘““Make a sweetheart 
of her.” I said, “Explain it.” He said, “Well, you could get next to her.” 
I said, “I am dense; I can’t understand you yet.” “Oh,” he said, “you 
could screw her.” JI said, “You have mistaken your man.” Next he said 
during that conversation, he said, ‘““‘We have men in the Department who 
will stoop to anything,” he says, “to get a conviction.’ He says, “Make love 
to this woman and we will get this fellow.” I said, “It is a pity that this 
isn’t your town.” 

Q.—What did you do as a result of that? 

A.—I reported to the Chief of Police, Mr. Phillips. 

Q.—Then what took place? 

A.—About two weeks afterwards I went to General Elliott. 

Q.—Were you sent for? 

A.—Yes Sir. : 
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Q.—And was Heaton there ? 
A.—Yes Sir. 


Q.—And in Heaton’s presence what took place? Bessie 

A.—General Elliott asked me if the report was true; and 1 told him it 
was, and he said that he believed me. 

Q.—Is there anything ELSE” wh Me 

A.—I don’t think go. 7 

Mr. Frerevson: Where is Heaton? 

Mr. Lennox: Do you know where Heaton is now? 

A.—No Sir. 

Mr. Dewarr: What is the man’s baie’?! 

Mr. Lennox: Mark Heaton. I see according to ict returns he left 
because his work was done. 

~Q:—That is all you know about it? - 

A.—Yes Sir. 


Examined by Mr. Raney: 

Q.—You made your complaint to the Chief Constable of the County ? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And the Chief Constable pointed it out to the: Commissioner of 
Police here at the Buildings? | 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And then you were summoned here to give your evidence? 

A.—Yes Sir. | 

Q.—And Heaton was there? 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—There was an investigation and Haatiale was immediately dismissed ? 

Mr. Lennox: That is not what the return says. 

Tae Witness: Well, I don’t. know that, sir. 

Mr. Raney: Well, Heaton was dismissed ? 

A.—Well, I heard that he was dismissed, sir, only just lately? 

Mr. Frravson: When was he dismissed ? 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): When was that investigation, on what date? 

Mr. Lennox: The services were dispensed with at the.end of his tem- 
porary employment; that is the return. 

Mr. Jonnston (Simcoe): What date were you in General Elliott’s 
office ? 

A.—January the 16th. 

Mr. Lennox: Budway mentioned you being in my office—I had for- 
gotten about that; how often have you been in my office? 

A.—Twice, sir; once to deliver a letter for Mr. Choppin of Newmarket. 

Q.—That is my partner? 

A.—Two years ago; and once about two months ago to deliver another 
letter for Mr. Reilly of Newmarket, which took about a minute. That is 


the only times I have been in your office. I don’t know Mr. Budway. 


Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Mr. Kirk, did I understand you to say that 


he delivered a letter to you? 


A.—I beg your pardon ? 
Q.—That Budway delivered a letter to you at one time? . - 
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A.—No Sir. | 

Mr. Lennox: He delivered a letter to me from a man in Newmarket; 
that is what brought him to my office. ) 

Q.—So that there may be no misunderstanding, what do you mean about 
these letters ? 
A.—Mr. Choppin of Newmarket gave me a letter to bring to your 
office. | 

Q.—That is my partner in Neer auton 

A.—Yes sir, two years ago; and two months ago Mr. Reilly of New- 
market asked me if I was going down in the morning, about twelve o’clock 
at night. I says, “Yes.” He said, “Will you give this to Mr. Rbonee ei 
says, “Yes.” 
| Mr. Ranry: There is no report against you, so far as I know, Mr. 
Kirk. What reports that have come to me have been to the effect that you 
are an excellent officer and that you are always on the job. 

Tue Witness: Thank you, sir. 


J. EK. WeEtpon, sworn. 

Examined by Mr. Lennox: , 

Q.—Mr. Weldon, you are a barrister and solicitor practising at Lindsay ? ; 

A.—Yes Sir. 

Q.—And you have been practising how long ? 

A.—Since 1898. 

Q.—In Lindsay ? 

A.—In Lindsay, sir. 

Q.—You have had something to do with this Martin case, the man who — 
was sentenced the other day in Barrie? i 

A.—Yes sir; I was solicitor for the complainant. i 

Q.—And Martin was charged with what? | , 

A.—Martin was charged with perjury in my case. ; 

Q.—In connection with what charge? s 

A.—He had been in the case of Kai we against Dolcart and King ‘patti 
Gardiz. 

Q.—Were they cases under the O.T.A.? 

A.—Yes Sir. | ; 

Mr. Ferauson: Is this the Martin we were talking about the other 


. 
ik 


day ? 

Mr. Lennox: Yes. 

Q.—This is the Martin that was sentenced the other day in Barrie for 
perjury by Judge Vance? 


AGeoY 6a, 
Q.—An operator for the Government ? 
A.-—Yes: 


Q.—This perjury charge that you were interested in, was that in con- 
nection with evidence that be gave in an O.T.A. charge ? 

A.—Yes sir. He swore falsely that he had got liquor from a man, and — 
it was proved before the courts that. he had not got it at all, that he had got a} 
wrong conviction against him, 

().—When was that ? 

A.—That was in August last, I think; I am not very— : 


a ee 
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Q.—August of last year? 

A.—I think so, sir. | 

Q.—And he was one of the witnesses who gave evidence in the case? 

_ A—Yes. There were two policemen; the two policemen went up to 

Orillia and swore they got liquor from a man, and put him up, and got a 
bottle of liquor. Then he swore next day that he got liquor from a Jew 
that he didn’t get liquor from. | 

Q.—After that case was over did you take any steps to bring this man 
- Martin before the court? 

A.—I went to Mr.—went to the License Commissioner. 

Q.—For what purpose ? | 4 

A.—To get the money back, and I brought the affidavit of these wit- 

nesses to prove that the man had been wrongly convicted; asked him to pay 
me the money back. 

Q.—Was any information laid against him ? 

A.—Information against this man for months. : 

Q.—An information was laid against Martin charging him with what ? 

A.—Charging him with perjury. 

Q.—Why was that information not acted upon? | 

A.—Well, I don’t know. It was not acted on for months and months, 

until you started this investigation. ae 

(.—Until this investigation started; then the prosecution commenced ? 

A.—There was a warrant out for this man for months and nothing done 

about it. | Nt 

Q.—Were you in communication with the Department ? 

_ A.—Certainly; wrote them letters. Nook 

Q.—Were you trying to get some explanation for the delay in proceed- 
| ing with the charge ? 

A.—Well I would write to Mr. Raney and to the Attorney-General’s 
Department, to the firm of Mr. Hales, and Mr. Hales said he was not ad- 
ministering criminal law in this country— ! bs eitea 
| Q.—You could not accomplish anything, anyway, until this investiga- 
| tion was started ? | ) sal a 
| A.—Even then I had to put up all the costs before they arrested him. 
Thad to go good for all the costs of arresting him. | Scat: 

@.—What were the conditions upon which they finally allowed the 
_ prosecution to proceed ? | 
| A.—Well, a letter from the Crown Attorney saying he would not go 
_ahead unless I put up the money for the witness fee. I had to bring the 
Chief of Police from Ottawa, and some other witnesses from Toronto here. 
Q.—That is, they would allow the criminal prosecution to proceed pro- 
vided you paid the costs? 










A.—Yes. 
Q.—Of bringing the witnesses 
A.—Yes. 


/ Q.—Did you do that? dl ah vntes 
: Mr. Ranry: This is going pretty fast, you know. He says this is in 
letters, and this is rather important. , | | 

Tyr Wirness: It is. 
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Mr. Raney: He is accusing somebody of dereliction of duty. Let 
us have the correspondence. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. Lennox: I never saw this man before in my life. 

Tur Wiryuss: I have got them right here; they are in there someplace ; 
I cannot get it just now unless I delay you gentlemen. I didn’t know anything 
about this-thing until last night. 

Mr. Lennox: At all events, did you put up the money? 

A.—I didn’t put it up. 

Q.—I say, was the money put up? 

A.—Yes 

Q.—And after the money was put up? 

A.—I don’t want to be misquoted, but I think Mulcahey, a lawyer, who 
was acting with me, put up the money; I didn’t put it up. 

Mr. Raney: You say you think he did? 

A.—He told me so. 

Mr. Jonnston (Simcoe): Better have Mr. Mulcahey here. 

Tur Wityess: Of my own knowledge I don’t know he did put it up; I 
went good for it. 

Mr. Lennox: You were responsible for it? 

A.—Yes; you will find it in my letter book. 

Q.—You went responsible for the payment of the expenses ? 

A.—Yes, - ny 

Q.—And Martin was finally brought to court ? 

A.—Yes I won’t say anything that I don’t know. I wouldn’t make a state- 
ment like that unless I had it in writing. 

Mr. Lennox: And then Martin first had a preliminary hearing in 
Orillia? - | 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Were you present at the trial 4 
A.—Yes. 7 


Q.—And he was committed for trial ? 

A.—He was convicted on one charge; he swore he had never been con- 
victed before, when he had been convicted. Then he was sent up on a charge 
for swearing he got liquor from a man he didn’t get liquor from. 

Q.—I don’t care about the particulars, but he was convicted for perjury ? 

A.—I wasn’t at the last— 

Q.—You know that, as a matter of—you saw it in the press ? 

A.—I saw it in the press. 

Q.—And he was sentenced by Judge Vance to three months? 

A.—Well, now, I wasn’t there. | 

Mr. Fereuson: That is what the newspapers reported, anyway; I sup- 
pose there is not any question about it. This fellow was apparently, according 
to the press, sentenced by Judge Vance to three months. | 

Mr. Ranry: I understand there were two charges of perjury, one that — 
he swore that he had never been convicted, when he had been convicted of— 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Receiving money under false pretences. 

Mr. Ranery:. Receiying money under false pretences, and something 
else, I think. 

Tue Witness: Being drunk. 


a 


7 
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Mr. Raney: Then there was another charge of perjury against him, I 
understand, in connection with the liquor case. On that charge, I understood 
from the newspaper reports, he was dismissed. 

Mr. Lennox: Has not been disposed of. 

Mr. Raney: I understand it was dismissed. 

Mr. Lennox: Possibly. 

Tue Witness: I cannot tell you, because I did not— 

Mr. Ranwy: You said a little while ago—that is why I wondered— 
a little while ago I understood you to say he was convicted in a case against— 

A.—Certainly he is in jail now. 

Q.—But there is a difference, whether the evidence he gave against the 
defendant was false or whether the evidence he gave as to his own record was 
false ? 

A.—TI can’t tell you. 

Q.—Were you at the trial 2 / 

A.—I was not at the judgment before Judge Vance. 

Mr. Lennox: You were at the preliminary trial? 

A.—Yes. 

.. Mr. Ranzy: Then you didn’t know that? 
. A,—I didn’t know that. . 

Q.—Then you have been telling the Committee something about which 
you did not know anything ? } 

4 A.—TI beg your pardon. | : 
Mr. Jonyston (Simcoe): What were the charges at that preliminary 
trial? . | | 
_ A,—-There were two charges. et 
' Q.—A charge arising out of this conviction under the O.T.A. at Orillia; 
you were at that? 
| A.—Yes, I was, and got him committed for trial. 

Q.—On that charge ? | 

A.—On that charge, certainly. 

(.—That he had sworn— 

A.—That he had sworn—_ 

Q.—That he gave false evidence against Doleart ? 

A.—Yes; but I didn’t go up to hear the judgment. What is the use— 

Mr. Lennox: You did not go to the final hearing? 

: A.—No. 95 
| Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): [I live in Orilha; my understanding was 
that the charge was dismissed. 
| Tue Witness: Well, of course I can’t tell you that. . 
Mr. Lennox: You know whether it was dismissed or not when it was 
ie a4s 9 
ig ried certainly—sent up to trial in both cases, didn’t offer any de- 
fence; how could he? 
Mr. Ranry: Don’t say he didn’t offer any defence. 
Tue Witness: He did not. ; 
Mr. Raney: He pleaded not guilty, and that is all that is necessary. 
Tue Wirness: He didn’t put a witness in the box. 
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Mr. Raney: That is not usual in preliminary hearings ; you oue to 


know that, I should think. 
Mr. Lennox: He was committed to trial on two charges et perjury at 


Orillia 2 
A.—Yes sir. 
Q.—By the magistrate ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—One of which was for giving false evidence in connection with this — 


O.T.A. ease ? 
A.—Yes | ; AAliys 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I see Mr. Chairman, there is quite a file of cor-_ 
respondence apparently in my department between Mr. Hales—you had some — 
correspondence in this matter ? 
Mr. Hares: Yes. 
Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Some with Mr. Weldon, and Mr. Bayly too. 
Mr. Hates: Mr. Bayly had some too. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Of course Mr. Weldon, this was a prosecution 
for perjury, not under the Ontario Temperance Act 2 
A.—I went first of all to Mr. Hales, and Mr. Hales would not give me- 
back the money. I said “T want to convict this man of perjury and then the 
Province to give back the money.’ 
Q.—That was the province of Mr. Bayly; did you go to him? } 
A.—I went to Mr. Bayly, and he referred me to Mr. Hales. : 
Hon. Mr. Ferauson: That would be as to the return of the money.. — 
Hon. Mr. Raney: That would be a matter for Mr. Hales. So far as the 
prosecution for perjury is concerned that would a matter for Mr. Bayly or for : 
the Crown Attorney. Did you go to Mr. Bayly or to the Crown Attorney Mr. ; 
Cotter 4 
A.—I went first of all to the Department and I saw Mr. Middleton. 
_Q.—You went and saw Mr. Cotter? 
A.—No, I went to Mr. Hales. Mr. Middleton told me to go to Mr. Halesll 
Q. —That would be about the remission; but about the prosecution for 
perjury whom did you see in the Department ? 
A.—I wrote to the Attorney General. 
Q.—Then did you have correspondence 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—With me or with Mr. Bayly? 
A.—It was not with you personally. 
Q.—I do not recall ever hearing about it. Did you have correspondence 
with Mr. Cotter, the Crown Attorney. at Barrie ? Ki 
Aes a 
Q.—What difficulties did Mr. Cotter put in your way ? : 
A.—He said I would have to: put up the expenses of bringing these wit 
nesses; I had to get a man from Ottawa to come up as witness, and to get two | 
people from Toronto to come up there; the witness fees were heavy. | y 
Q.—You did not put up any money yourself ? f 
A.—My associate put it up, T think, anyway I know Mr. Cotter would noi 
go ahead, and I gave assurance— | 
Hon. Mr. Fercuson: You gave your undertaking? | | 





Mi 


ee Se ee Te eR a 





Se LL Oe a eS 





GEORGE Nie. ‘Aphunbre No. 2. 783 
ee er me NL PVN enemneipra ge So rtreinnkser ye he sept tensttede op 





A.—Yes. 


Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I cannot stop now to read this file, it is quite new to 
me. } 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: No doubt the man was committed for perjury 
and he was in jail. | | 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Would you mind telling the Committee what 
the charges were that you had this correspondence with Mr. Cotter about. Were 
the charges against the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act—tell us 
what the charges were? | 

A.—You understand I first of all went to the License Board. 

Q.—We are investigating certain charges made against the enforcement 
of the Ontario Temperance Act, and why I am asking this question is to find 
out whether it has any bearing on the Ontario Temperance Act, in these 
charges you refer to that were laid against Martin ? 

A.—You understand this. - | 

Q.—I will try to understand when you tell me, tell me what those charges 
were ? 

A.—I cannot expain that without explaining something more. 

Mr. Nickie: Do it as shortly as you can. | 

A.—He got a conviction that I thought was wrong against Doleart of 
selling liquor. . 

Q.—What right have you to say it was wrong? 

A.—Because he is in jail now for perjury. 

Hon Mr. Raney: Not for perjury in that case ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Not so far as selling liquor— 

Mr. Nicxie: He is perfectly right in the way he is answering. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): He has not the right to say he got a convic- 
tion which was wrong. You have not any reason to say that that conviction was 
wrong ¢ : . 
A.—I beg your pardon. You understand I went to work and brought 
him up and convicted him. 

Q.—Tell us what. the charges were ? 

A.—They went to Orillia and swore they got the liquor from a certain 
man at a certain time, Mr. Doleart, and they fined Dolcart $500, and Dolcart 
went to jail for that. Dolcart came to me and told me his story. I went to the 
License Department, to the Attorney General’s Department to get the money 
back, and Mr. Ayearst said this man Martin was one of the best men he had, 
at least Mr. Sarvis reported that to him. Bic x 

Mr. Jonnsron (Simcoe) : You are going and sailing away from the 
point; tell us what the charges were; T want to know what the charges were 
against Martin ¢ | 
~ AT want to be fair; don’t you understand— 

Q.—I ask you be oe guess er 
, AIRMAN: Make it as short as you can. 
ris ee ee sir, that when he came to me I did not think he had 


sold the particular liquor, and I went to get the money back—and naturally a 


man ehould not be thrown into jail unless he is guilty, and I went to Mr. Hales 
R q I went to the Attorney-General’s Department ; and finally Mr. Hales wrote 
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me that he would not pay the money back, and I just told Mr. Dingman and the 
rest of the Commision “If you won’t pay the money back I am going to have 
this man arrested and convicted of perjury,” and I did. 

Q.—They did not object to that ? 

A.—The charges against this man were two charges of perjury, one for 
swearing he had never been convicted of any offence, and one for swearing he 
got liquor from this Jew. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): It is quite a common thing for counsel to think 
his client is not guilty. . ads 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Here is a report published in the Globe on the 26th 
May, after speaking of his conviction for perjury on the Chaar of having 
sworn he had never been convicted, the report proceeds: 

“Martin also was charged min perjury in the evidence given in the 
case of Doleart. Witnesses were brought to show that the transactions alleged 
could not have taken place at the time Martin and Stogner swore the whiskey 
had been bought. Judge Wismer acquitted Martin on the sceond charge, hold- 
ing that the new evidence was not sufficient to justify a conclusion different from 
that previously arrived at by Police Magistrate Clark and Judge Vance.” 

A.—That may be quite correct. 

Q.—The conclusion was the conviction was justified under the Ontario 
Temperance Act ¢ | | 

Mr. Nickie: The point I understand that Mr. Lennox is gritipavoriig to 
substantiate is that Martin was a perjurer. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes. Here is a copy “Michael Doleart of the Town of 
Orillia, county of Simcoe, taken this (blank) day of January in the year 
1922°’—that is last January; when did the preliminary trial take place? 

A.—About three weeks ago. I will put it inside of a month. 

@.—That will be during April? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Jounsron: Are you positive it was inside of a month? - 

A.—Look now. 

Q.—This is the 30th May? 

A.—The preliminary investigation I will say took place inside of a month; 
it was not a month since I wag in Orillia on those cases. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevuson: What difference does it make? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Martin was convicted of perjury and he concealed 
the fact from the Court and from the Department that he had these convictions 
against him. | 

Mr. Freravson: Do you want this correspondence ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No, we have our own file. 


Frank Smirn: Sworn, examined by Mr. Lennox. 


Q.—Where do you live? 

A.—Bellville. 

Q.—There were some convictions in Belleville a short time ago ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—One against a druggist ? 

A.—Yes. 
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_ Q.—And one against a man Bradley ? 

A.—Yes, he was a dentist. 

Q.—What is your business ? 

A.—Taxi driver. 

Q.—Operate your own garage ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Do you remember two men being spotters being there named Webb 
and Creighton ? : 


_{ A—Yes. 
Q.—Did you drive them ? 
A.—Yes. ; 


@.—What happened the first night you drove them? When was this? 

A.—I could not give the exact date, about two weeks Ago, 

Q.—What happened the first night ? 

A.—They called me up to drive them out to a place. 

Q.—You drove them out ? 

A.—Yes, and they all got drunk. 

How. Mr. Raney: Who all got drunk? 

A.—AlII hands. 

Mr. Lennox: Q.—You too? 

A.—Me too. 

Q.—Do you drink as a rule? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Had you had a drink for months prior to that time ? 

A.—About three months I should say. 

Hon, Mr. Frereuson: How did the accident happen ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What were you drinking? 

A.—Some kind of still whiskey; it was not quite still whiskey, I believe, 
the rinsing out of the barrels. 

Q.—At all events you got drunk; did you drive them around after that ? 


A.—Yes. | 
Q.—Had you any idea they were spotters ? 
-  A.—No Sir. 


| Q.—What was their condition, how long were they in Belleville ? 

A.—I should judge they were there about two weeks. 
- Q.—What was their condition from the time they were there when they 
were with you? 
A.—They just seemed like real good fellows, you would not think for a 
‘minute they were spotters, they were out spending money and drinking. 
| Q.—Were they friendly towards you ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—Did they have any badges on ? 
A.—I would not say, I never saw any badges of the Ontario Temperance 








| 





‘Act. . 
| Q.—Did you see any fraternal badges ? 

| A.—TI could not say myself that I saw it; there is one fellow was supposed 
to wear a Masonic—this man that was with him was a Masonic member, and 


he said this other fellow was. 
Q.—What took place so far as you are concerned after you had been 
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a good fellow with them for two weeks drinking, and having a good time, and 
thinking they were good fellows, what took place 4 eh Cone 
A.—The last thing that took place as they were leaving town they tried 
to hook me. doe 
Q.—What did they do to try to hook you? ory ae 
A.—TI had driven them on several occasions and to different places and 
got very friendly with them, thought they were just good. fellows 
out for a good time, and when they were ready to leave town’ they 
wanted me to buy them a case of whiskey. I said it would be a pretty. hard 
thing to get. They said, “I know, you can get it if you want to.” /So | 
told them I would t1'y to get it. He said he would wait over and take the 
next train, wait till the next day if I would get him a case of whiskey, so 
he waited over, and I happened to go in the country that day and was gone 
that day and he did not get his case of whiskey. So the next day, he called 
me up that night and he asked me would I be sure and get it the next day 


if he would wait over. He said he wanted good whiskey, he wanted to take — 
it home. I said I would try and get it the next day. The next day came — 


along and I still had horse shoes on me and went to the country again. So — 


he called me up that night and asked’me if I would get it the next day if 


he would wait over another day. I said I will try. He said, “I..should be | 
home before this, but if you will try and get it I will wait over.” . He said, © 
“As far as the cost of the whiskey and your costs are concerned I will settle | 


everything up fine.” So the third came. I was not all suspicious then, and — 
I went to the country that day and I came back about six o’clock and met 


i 


i 


this gentlemen in front of the hotel where he was stopping. He asked me | 
did I get the whiskey, and I said no. He asked me what he.owed me,.and I | 
told him, and he paid. I did not know then they were O.T.A. men. They — 


had nothing with them to show that they were, but they turned out to be. . 
Q.—So they did not get you? 
A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Frravson: How did you learn they were O.T.A. ?: 

A.—Not until they were up on these other trials. : 4 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The Committee will appreciate the difficulty we are 
placed in, in a case of this kind where a man comes here on the last day of this 
inquiry and makes charges. We may not be able to get the man here to — 
get his statement of it. 


William B. McCarger, sworn; Examined by Mr. Lennox: 


Q.—You were an operative for the Government for some time 
A.—Yes. ; 
Q.—When did you sever connection ? 

A.—May to July, 1921. 

Q.—You got in trouble I believe, Mr. McCarger, in what month ? 
A.—In September. gy eite , 

Q.—You were arrested for what ? 

A.—Having a still. 

Q.—You were found guilty ? 

A.—Yes sir. 


oe. 
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().—And sentenced to six months or $300 fine? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And after remaining in jail for a short time your fine was paid 
and you were released ? | 


A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Were you guilty ? 

A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You were employed by Mr. Hammond in May, 1921? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—And let out in July, 1921? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—And had he known you before? 

A.—WNo sir. 


Q.—What had you been engaged in before? 

A.—In. an abattoir. 

Q.—Then it was after that a couple of months after your dismissal that 
you got into this trouble? 

A.—September, yes. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: How long had you been operating a still? 

A.—I had not had a chance to operate. 

Mr. Lennox: You just had one mash there ¢ 

Hon. Mr. Ranuy: My note is that your record was clean at the time 
Hammond employed you? 


A.—It was. 

Q.—That is true? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Nothing against you ? 

A.—No. : 

Q.—You are a good looking young man ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Are you married ? 

A.——Yes. 


Q.—Wife and children ? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—How long have you lived in Toronto? 
A.—Four years. 


Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Budway’s cross-examination was never completed ; 
do you wish to ask him anything further a: 

Mr. Lennox: I do not propose to call Mr. Budway. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I would like him to come forward. 

Frank W. Budway, recalled. a 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: When I was examining you before I was not 
thoroughly in touch with one of the matters you were speaking about, and I 
want to ask you about that so that the facts will be clearly before the Com- 


mittee. As I am informed now the incident in connection with the fifteen 


eases of whiskey that were seized at your house under arrangement you had 


made with the officers was on the 98th November last ? 


A.—Monday, November 28th. 
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Q.—Then the Sutton raid was on December 2nd ? 


‘A.—Yes sir. 
-- Q.—Three or four days afterwards ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And then on the 18th December, you said that was on Sunday, you 
said you were sent for by Mr. Lennox? : 

A.—First Courian spoke to me and then Mr. Lennox spoke to me. 

Q.—On the telephone? | | 


A.—Yes. 

@.—Did you say they sent an automobile for you ¢ 
A.—WNo sir. 

Q.—You went up to his house? 

A.—Yes. 


@.—And you found Courian there and Mr. Lennox and Shamnetz the | 


bootlegger.? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Lennox: At one time operator. : 

Hon. Mr. Raney: That was the 18th December, and the trial of the 
men charged with breach of the Ontario Temperance Act by reason of what 


took place at the Mansion House at Sutton on the 2nd December, that case 


was fixed for trial for the 23rd December ?2 
A.—The 24th, was it not? 


(.—This meeting at Mr. Lennox’s house was a few days before that trial? 


A.—The Sunday previous. 
Q.—It was known this trial was coming on ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Tell the Committee again what the proposal was that was made to _ 


you at that meeting ? 

Mr. Nicxrz: Whose house was this at? 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Where was the house? 

A.—Col. Lennox’s apartments in the Alexandra Apartments, University 
svenue. 

Q.—What was the proposition when that was made at that meeting ? 





A.—I went in, of course I sat down and Col. Lennox was there with — 


Shamnetz and Alex Courian; he said, “Budway, what kind of liquor was this 
they got at your place?’ I said, “It was McCaul’s Seotch Whiskey.” 
Q.—That is the fifteen cases? 
A.—Yes. . 
Q.—That was the liquor that had been seized by 
A.—Provincial Officer Smythe and Provincial Officer Baugh. 
Q.—And Smythe was one of the men who made the raid in Sutton ? 

_  A.—Yes, Sir. So Col. Lennox turned to Shamnetz and says, “That won't 
do because the liquor they got at Sutton was Corby’s Rve Whiskey.” He said. 
“The funny part of it I cannot understand who would drink Corby’s.’’ Shamnetz 
said, “I will get a party who will swear that Smythe got it from them.” 

Q.—Bought Corby’s ? 
A.—The port wine and whiskey from him. The way I believe, it 





might not have been uttered, the way I believe was that Shamnetz was going 
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to get somebody else ie swear that Bey the had gone to the house and bought 
the liquor from that man. 
Mr. Lennox: Tell what you know. 
- A.-That was the conclusion I came to, and anybody else would come 
to the same conclusion. ° 
; Hon. Mr. Raney: Had there been any discussion before that about 
evidence that was to be given at the trial of these men on the 24th? 


A.—No sir. 
Q.—Did you understand what this had reference to? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Did it have reference to this forthcoming trial ? 

A.—It had reference to the case against “Col. Lennox and in regard 
to the raid itself 

Q.—Then afterwards do you know why this arrangement was not carried— 
why Shamnetz did not get this man to swear to that? 

A.—Yes; either Ciourian or Shamnetz I am not quite certain which 
one, I inquired on Sunday night or the Monday morning from Courian, and 
Courian told me or ca al 

Mn. Lennox: That is not evidence. 

A.—That after their investigation it was a man by the name of Hay or 
Hayes from Newmarket had: tikonl the liquor to Sutton for the boys. 

Mr. Lennox: That is exactly what you stated before? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr: Jounston (Simcoe): You said something the other day about a 
monetary promise, that you had been paid something on that, will you tell 
the Committee about that again, for your services in Brinson with this thing, 
that you had been paid on account so much money, ‘did you tell us al] that 
you were promised ? 

A.—Yes, I told you all that happened, everything that I have told you 
is exactly what has happened between me and Col. Lennox. The only thing is 
Col. Lennox told me that when he got Hammond in this box he would put 
Hammond on his knees because he was satisfied that if it was the kind of men 
that Hammond had employed that was injuring the Attorney-General and 
the Department, and I think myself and I believe it, that if it was not for 
Hammond there would be none of this dirty mud slinging at the Attorney- 
General or the Department to-day, because ‘Hammond was out to get Chief 
Inspector Ayearst and anybody that was associated with the Chief In- 
spector——— 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: You are expressing a lot of opinions? Wait a 
minute ? 

A.—I will show it too. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Was there any other offer or suggestion made to you 
at any time by anybody as to anything } you should do or should not do ¢ 

A.—No. 

Mr. Lennox: Were you paid any money after the Sunday when you 
say I was at Courian’s house ? 
| A.—Who by? 

Q.—By me? 
A.—No money after that. 
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Q.—Courian on that occasion according to your evidence said you were 
to get $200 and you got nothing of the $200 after that ? . 

A.—No sir. ; 

Q.—Whatever you got you got before the conversation took place between 
you and Courian in which you say you were to get $200 ? 

A.—The Saturday before you gave me $5. 

Q.—That was before ? : 

A.—Yes. f | 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Who gave you that $5 ? 

A.—Col. Lennox. 

Mr. Lennox: Between the oceasion you speak of at the Alexandra Apart- 
ments and the time of the trial, were you seen by me at any time? » 

A.—No sir; no conversation. | 

Q.—No conversation between you and me at any time? 

A.—WNo sir. : ! 

Q.—When you got so angry of course you were very friendly with me? 

A.—You were with me too. | 

Q.—We were on good terms ? | 

A.—Absolutely—would have been yet only for what you said. 

Q.—What angered you wag what I said in the House? 

A.—When you knew it was not true. 

Q.—lIs that correct? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Is that what switched you from me to the Attorney-General ? 

A.—No, it did not switch me from you to the Attorney-General. 

Q.—It made you very angry? 

A.—Would not it make you angry if you were charged with something 
that was not true? 

Q.—Is that correct, that what I said in the House made you very angry ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And as a result of that while you were in that stage of anger you 
rushed to whom ? 

A.—I did not rush to nobody. 

Q.—Whom did you see? 

A.—I seen Mr. Hales in the hall. 

Q.—What took place between you and Mr. Hales in the hallway ? 

A.—I told him that you knew right well that I was not in the employ 
of the Department and that I had not been convicted for attempting to murder, 


as you had stated in the House, and I went to Mr. Hales and saw Mr. Lover- 
ing. 





Q.—Mr. Lovering is one of the solicitors of the O.T.A.; to whom did 
you give your statement ? 

A.—I did not give any that day. 

Q.—You did give a statement, that is your signature? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—To whom did you give that statement ? 

A.—To Mr. Lovering. 

Q.—How long after the time that I referred to you in the House? 

A.—The next day. 
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Q.—Let me read, the statement to you, the essential parts: 

“Qn the afternoon of Sunday, 26th of March, I was in Ex- 
Provincial Officer Courian’s house at 67714 Woodbine Ave. and Mr. 
T. H. Lennox came in. Mr. Lennox told Mr. Courian that he would 
be willing to give me $200. for my information regarding the operat- 
ives in the Department. Mr. Lennox knew that I could give him 

information regarding Provincial Officer Smyth and Provincial Officer 

Partridge and he was anxious to get that information as well as regard- 
ing the liquor which I had arranged to have come to my home in order 
to get a conviction against Salmer, Palmer and Farney. 

“Mr. Lennox also wanted me to go over the public accounts with 
him saying that I no doubt knew many of the parties whose names 
would be in the aecounts. J. O. Bell was with me when Mr. Lennox 
asked me to go over the Public Accounts with him and S. Arton and 
A. Arton were in Courian’s house and heard Mr. Lennox offer me 
$200 for giving him information. 

“T have seen the following persons in Mr. Lennox’s office who 
have told me that they were at Mr. Lennox’s office.” 

Will you explain to the Committee when you were in this state of 
anger when you wanted to get even with me why you did not tell them about 
these other things, about what took place in my apartments and about the 
$2500 ? | 

A.—Because it was not brought out. 

Q.—Did you know about it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Why did not you incorporate that in the statement you gave to 
Mr. Lovering ? 

A.—It was not asked anything about. 

Q.—You were not asked anything about this, were you? 

A.—I was asked what happened. | 

Q.—One would have thought if these statements were true that 
you would have put them in the statement you signed ! 

A.—I did not say anything about it. 

Q.—When did you make up your mind you were going to speak about 
them here ? 

A.—When I was put under cross-examination here. 

Q.—Is this correct when you swore before that you understood there 
was to be $2500 spent by the Conservatives ? 

A.—I had heard so. . 

Q.—“To investigate the working of the O.T.A.” Tell me who told you? 

A.—TI cannot remember rightly; Courian or some other 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Some other operator ? 

A.—I cannot swear it was an operator. 

Mr. Lennox: Have you any idea who it was ? 


A.—No, I think it was Courian. ' ! 
Q.—Is it true that at no time was $2500 discussed between you and 





A.—Never. . 
Q.—Never was mentioned ? 
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A.—Never. 

Mr, Nicxie: Does it come down to this, that somewhere, you don’t know 
where, nor do you know when, you got the idea that there was or might 
have been $2500 available by the Conservative Party ? | 

A.—That is what I was told there was going to be spent. 

Q.—Where were you told that? : 

A.—I don’t know. 


Q.—By whom? 
A.—TI think it was Courian. 
Q.—Or when ? 


A.—Before I went to see Col. Lennox. 

Q.—Did you discuss it with Col. Lennox? 

A.—About the $2500, no. 

Q.—He said nothing about it ? 

A.—No. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson; That was an important thing, that was something 
that would strike one as important, is it not? 

A.—I don’t know. | 

Q.—Did not it strike you as important at all? 

A.—That is principally why I went, because I heard this money 

Mr. Lennox: Did you come of your own volition or were you sent over ? 

A.—The first time you spoke to me in the corridor of the court and I 
went to see you. | 

().—Did you come to my office of you own free will ? 

A.—You phoned me. 

Q.—When was that? 

A.—FEarly in February. 

Q.—To come to the oftice ? . 

A.—Yes, to come to the office, and to come about 2 o’clock, you wanted 
to go to the House at three o’clock, but you did not go that afternoon and I 
stayed with you until about 5.30. | | 

Q.—Did you make yourself a general nuisance around my office? 

A.—You might say so now. 

Q.—Did you stay waiting around from day to day? 

A.—No; when you were not in I went out. 

(.—Did you hear the evidence of Smythe the last sittings ? 

A.—I heard some of it. | . 

@.—Did you hear that Smythe swore he did not take a bottle away from 
your house ? 

A.—I said he came there. 

Q.—Did you hear him swear that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—When he made that statement was it true or untrue? 

A.—TI don’t know which one took the liquor; they both took liquor 
away, and it was produced in Court for evidence next morning. ° ! 

Q.—There were two? ee 

A.—Smythe and Baugh. 

Q.—There were two bottles taken away ? 

A.—Yes sir. 


y 
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Q.—You said in your evidence the other day that Smythe took a bottle? 
A.—And Baugh; I don’t know whether he handed it over to Baugh. 
Q.—Was that true when you swore to it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you give evidence at the Firemen’s Inquiry before Judge 
Denton ? 

A.—About ten years ago. 

Q.—Did Judge Denton make any comment upon your evidence? 

A.—I don’t know; I was not there. ; 

Q.—Did you hear he did? 

A.—I heard he did. 

Q.—Did you hear that he used the expression that he would not hang 
a dog on your evidence? 

A.—No, but you would have hung this committee on it, wouldn’t you? 

Q.—Do you remember that ? | 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—He said he would not hang a dog on your evidence. Will you tell 
me Budway, after what you have said, what information you gave me that 
J have brought before this committee that I could not have brought if you 
hadn’t given me the information ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Tell me one thing you told me other than of Flack that I have brought 
before this Committee / ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

(.—Not one thing, is there ? 

A.—I have not followed it up. 

Q.—So that your evidence did not amount to very much outside the 
Flack matter | | 
| Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Do you know of anybody, else who has 

brought anything before this committee that has been substantiated he says 
that you did not tell him ? 
_ A—As I say, Smythe, Smith and Hammond and those people come 
right in and they swear the Chief Inspector’s life away, one of the best there 
ever was, and fairest there ever was to anybody. 
>. How. Mr. Raney: You mean Mr. Ayearst? 

A.—Yes; they will come along and Hammond, I knew when I went 
back to the Department that Hammond was after the Chief Inspector; any- 
body that was associated with the Chief Inspector—Hammond poisoned the 
- mind of General Elliott against him, I know for a fact that Hammond went 
around to solicitors, because solicitors told me, to try and get something on 
me, and one of the solicitors told me Hammond said “I would like to get 
something against Budway, because he cannot be fixed in the Court. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: What solicitor told you that ? 
Mr. Nickie: Let us have the names. Who were the solicitors? 
A.—I don’t know their names; I have heard them. 
Q.—Tell us where their offices are? 
A.—I don’t know where. 
Q.—You don’t know their names ? 
A.—I have heard them. 





794 | APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 


Q.—Do you know their names ? 


A.—WNo. 
@.—Do you know their offices ? 
A.—No sir. 


Q.—Where did the interview take place ? 

A.—I don’t know; Bell told me all about it. 

(.—You should not talk like that? 

A.—I knew that Hammond was after everybody that was in Ayearst’s 
department—where he went down to 42 Henry Street, a man named 
Dymond— 

Tur CyatrMan: That will do. | 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: I think the sooner you get away the better for 
yourself. 

Witness withdrew. 


Mr. Lennox. That is all I propose to give. If the Attorney-General 
has any further evidence he might call it. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No. I want to say one thing before Mr. Lennox 
makes his statement about a reference that Mr. Hammond made at the last 


meeting of the committee concerning the late Commissioner of Police, General 


Elhott. He said that General Elliott he was satisfied was actuated by spite 
in dealing with him, Hammond. I have not the Jeast doubt in the world 


that Mr. Hammond was mistaken in making that statement. General Elliott — 


is not now in the service of the department, and therefore I am a little more ! 


particular about covering this point. I never knew a man less free from — 


personal animus than General Elliott, a man of very high type of personality. — 


I am entirely satisfied that Mr. Hammond was quite mistaken when he at- 
tributed to him any motive other than his desire to forward the interests of the 
Province and the public service. 


UoL. T. Herserr Lennox then made the following statement: 
Mr. Cuarrman: At the sitting of the House and the Legislature a year 
ago I made certain statements when the debate with respect to the right of 


a 


an accused to appeal was being debated relating to the class of men that — 
had been employed by the Department. During the intermission, between — 





two sessions 


Act. * 


Hon. Mr. Furauson: The right of appeal under the Ontario Temperance — 


Mr. Lennox: Yes. During the intermission I noticed in the press — 


that men who had been in the employ of the government were being pro- 


secuted and were being convicted. I felt that it was my duty as a Member of 


the House after what I had said at the preceding session, to bring this matter 
to the attention of the House. I made the statement that in the employ of 
the Department under the Attorney-General were men who were criminals, 
thugs and perjurers. Under the O.T.A. the Magistrate has no alternative, 
especially for a second offence. If he is found guilty he has to serve a term, 


— 


or he has to be sentenced at least to a term of six months. In view of the 


terror that has been struck into the Magistrates by the Attorney-General 
I felt that it was a still greater hardship to a man who was unfortunate enough 


eA 
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to be charged before any Magistrate in this Province. Confining myself 
to the general charge that I made that the Act was being enforced largely 
by men who had been convicted I wish to read to the Committee the names 
of those who had been in the employ of the Department during the last year, 
and mentioning as I pass, the record of each, and leaving it to the judgement of 
the committee as to whether the statement was justified or not. y 
The first name I shall mention, and I may say this, that notwithstanding 
what Budway has said or any person else, with one or two exceptions, the 
statements that I am about to make are all matters of public record filed in 
the Department of the Attorney-General or in the Crown Attorney’s Depart- 
ment of this Province, and are available to every person in this province. 
I did not make the charges relying upon the ipse divit of a man like Budway 
or of any other man, but in every case the records of the Court will bear 
me out, wiil testify as to whether I am stating what is correct, or whether 
Tam not. Mr. Nickle has asked me what I mean by being available; I mean 
to say this, that where a charge is made against a man for any offence the 
records of the Court are public records, and any person is entitled to go and 
search the records and to ascertain what was the disposition of the case, 
and see the evidence upon which the case was disposed of. Lloyd Gordon 
was one of the men I mentioned, and I stated that this man Gordon who was 
in the employ of the government for the purpose of getting convictions 
against men who had committed breach of the Ontario Temperance Act had 
while in the discharge of that duty accepted the sum of $600 from the hotel- 
keepers, and had gone to Regina, accompanied ‘by a woman who assisted him 
up in Kitchener, and remained there for some considerable period, that the 
payment of the money was made so that he would not ‘gjve evidence to 
sustain the charges that had been made. ‘That statement is true.  [ also stated 
that this man Lloyd Gordon while in the employ of the government was 
arrested for stealing a Victory Bond, and that he was convicted and sent 
to jail for 30 days, and upon his release was again taken back in the empioy 
of the government; and that statement is true. 
I come now to McCutcheon. McCutcheon I stated in the House had 
been charged with aiding and abetting the delinquency of a child under the 
age of 14 years, that he had been discharged, but that he had been bailed 
out ‘before it was known whether he was guilty or not by the Chief Inspector 
Mr. Ayearst; and that is true. McCutcheon was charged with the offence 
of which I mentioned in the House. He was discharged as I mentioned in 
‘the House, of that charge. In his evidence McCutcheon swore that he was not 
in the employ of the government at the time it took place, but at the time of 
his arrest he not only had this child in the automobile with him, but he also 
had a bottle of whiskey, the child, of course, being a girl of 14 years of age 
as sworn to by McCutcheon, whom he picked up upon the street. ‘That was 
early I think in January or February, probably in December, I am not 
sure. I stated that McCutcheon while representing the people of this country 
~T stated that McCutcheon while representing the people of this country 
me through the Department that operates and enforces the Ontario Temperance 
Act was accused of criminally assaulting one of the waitresses in a hotel or 
restaurant in Guelph. McCutcheon was called, and he stated that about 
“12 o’clock at night he had taken off his boots, he had gone into this girl’s room, 







iy 
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and he of course says there was no assault, but he admitted under oath that 
the girl had sworn in the box that her blouse had been torn, and that there 
were marks upn her body as if she had been assaulted. I stated in the House: 
that as a result of the charge which had been made against McCutcheon he 
was found guilty of common assault, and that he was fined $20; and that 
charge is true. I stated in the House at the trial of McCutcheon the govern- 
ment, though he was charged with the heinous offence of criminally misanlt 
ing a young waitress in ie hotel, had engaged and paid for the lawyer that 
defended him, and we had the disgraceful spectacle of the Crown Attorney 
on the one rere representing the Crown prosecuting this man for his offence, 
and on the other hand we had Mr. Nichol Jeffrey chee by the Crown de- 
fending McCutcheon. I made that charge. That charge is true. 

In the House I stated that in the employ of the government was a mam 
by the name of Raymond Phillip, and that Raymond Phillip had been con- 
victed as a bootlegger, and furthermore that at the present moment he is in 
jail for carrying a gun and attempting to shoot or kill one of his’ fellow 
countrymen on Centre Ave. Both those statements are true. 

I stated that a man by the name ,of Tony Phillips, whose real name I 
understand was Perille, had been convicted as a bootlegger and was _ sub- 
sequently engaged by the Department in an endeavor, as one of its operators, to 
enforce the Ontario Temperance Act.. That statement is true. 

I stated in the House that a man by the name of Partridge, who is 
still in the employ of the government, while operating in Fort Frances and 
while under the influence of liquor when in Court giving his evidence had 
assaulted the representative of the Crown, the District Crown Attorney, had 
beat him up, was arrested and was fined $100. That charge is true. 

I stated in the House that a man by the name of McCarger who had 
been an employee of the government had been found guilty of operating am 
illicit still, and I pointed that out for the purpose of showing the class of man 
that was being engaged by the department; and I stated in the House that 
McCarger had been charged with operating an illicit still, that he had been 
convicted of operating an illicit still, that he had been sent to jail as @ 
result of his conviction. That charge is true. 

-I stated in the House that a man by the name of Earl McCoy, while 
in the employ of the government last December or January, while under the 
influence of liquor and in a railway coach coming into Hamilton had brand- 
ished a revolver and frightened the passengers, and when the train arrived 
at Hamilton he was arrested, and he was fined $100. That charge is true; 
and as a result—no matter what may be said to the contrary, no matter 
whether his fine was remitted or not for the purposes of this investigation— 
and that is the only reason—this man was discharged from the employ of 
the government as a result of what took place upon the occasion to which I 
have made reference in the House. 

I stated in the House that Stanley and William Hallam while in the 
employ of the government had invaded the premises or the cellar of a man 
near Windsor, dng that they had beaten the man up, that they had coverings 
over their face, and when the man interfered with them they beat him up 
in the cellar, and they took from his cellar 80 cases of liquor. That charge 
is true. These men were both found guilty of that charge, and are to-day 
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both serving terms in ‘prison as a result of the ev 
ing out of that charge. I stated further that 
80 cases of liquor, theft of 80 cases 


idence which was given aris- 
that assault, that burglary of the 
of liquor, occurred while these men were 


In the employ of the government, giving evidence from day to day which 


resulted in many men being fined enormous sums of money and many men 
no doubt being deprived of their liberty for months on their evidence. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: What evidence did you bring before the Committee. 
to prove that fact ? 

Mr. Lennox: I say I have no doubt of that. The Attorney-General 
asked me what evidence I had to prove that; I have this evidence, that this 
theft and this assault took place sometime in the month of September, and 
that these men were kept in the employ of the government for a term of 
six weeks to two months after the theft had taken place. 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: What time did you'say the theft took place ? 

“A.—In September. I assume—I don’t think any person would be 
assuming too much—that during the six weeks or two months that they 
must have had many cases, otherwise they would not have been retained. 

I come now to a man named Andrews. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: While you are there perhaps I might correct you. 
William Hallam was employed from the 1st August 1920 to 30th September 
1920, and the other man Stanley Hallam was employed from the 1st August 


1920 to the 20th October 1920. 


Mr. Lennox: I have got the return here. I asked this question: How 
long were Stanley Hallam and William Hallam in the employ of the Liquor 
License Department? And the answer was that they were employed by 
Mr. Spracklin from the 2nd August 1920 to the 31st October 1920. I assume 
that is correct. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: There may be some confusion, but I understand 
there were two William Hallams, junior and senior. 

Mr, Lennox: No. : 

Mr. Ayrarst: There were two William Hallams, Mr. William Hallam 


- senior—— © 


Mr. Lennox: You know that is not correct, because I asked for the: 
name of William Hallam, and it was said there was no such man there. 

Mr. Ayrarst: He did work with Mr. Montgomery for a time. 

Mr. Lennox: Will you pledge your oath that the father’s name was 
William? If you will I would like you to pledge it right here, because I 
have the returns. 

Mr. Aynarst: I will pledge my oath that the senior gave his name as 


_ William, and that he was employed under that name. 


Mr. Lennox: If the returns says that there was no William Hallam 
senior that would be incorrect. 

Mr. Ayrarst: That would be incorrect, because he was there for a time; he 
was with Mr. Montgomery looking for shipments 
Mr. Lennox: May I ask you how long was William Hallam senior 
working for Mr. Spracklin ? 

Mr. Arearst: He did not work for Mr. Spracklin at all. 
Mr. Lennox: Why interrupt ! 
Mr. Ayrarst: I did not interrupt. 
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Mr. Lennox: These men were county constables. They were employed 
by Mr. Spracklin. 

Mr. Ayrearsr: Yes, William junior. ! 

Mr. Lennox: I come to the next man whose name is Andrews, and I 
stated in the House that this man Andrews had been employed by the 
zovernment and that while in the employment of the government he had broken 
into a house at Cobourg where he was stationed, that he had stolen a large 
quantity of liquor, and that he had committed other crimes. I stated in the 
House that as a result of stealing the liquor while there representing the 
government as a provincial officer he was fined $1000, three months in jail. 
That statement is true. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: Are these the Hallams that were afterwards 
mixed up in the shooting affray 4 

A.—Both of these Hallams were first arrested for manslaughter; one of 
them was released, Wiiliam Hallam was released; Stanley Hallam was tried 
for manslaughter and he was found not guilty. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: That is the case here in Toronto. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, where the woman was shot on Sunday afternoon in 
a drunken brawl with the Hallams. 

Hon. Mr. Ferevson: She was not in the drunken brawl ? 

Mr. Lennox: No, they had an apartment in the same house and through 
the wall she was shot. She had no connection with the Hallams whatsoever, 
a perfectly innocent woman. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: The bullet penetrated the wall. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, where she was sitting talking to her husband in her 
sitting room. 

I also stated that for the theft of this liquor Andrews, who had been — 
in Burwash prior to his appointment, under conviction, was convicted by Judge 
Ward and was sentenced on two different charges, one for three years and one 
for five years for theft, and he is still at the present time in the penitentiary ; 
that statement is true. He is serving five years in the penitentiary to-day, and he 
is also under conviction under the O.T.A. having offered to sell the liquor 
after he had stolen it. 

I stated in the House that in Hamilton a spotter in the employ of the 
government had admitted under oath that he was giving evidence against 
a man who had been charged with a breach of the Ontario Temperance Act, 
he being a spotter who had been used, that he had been himself convicted — 
of burning a barn and of highway robbery. That statement I made in the- 
House. That statement is true. . Fane 

I stated in the House that a man by the name of Stanley Nash while 
in the employ of the government had been charged, sent up for trial for 
conspiracy, conspiring to defeat the ends of justice by reason of accepting the 
sum of $150 to leave Ontario so that evidence would not be given against 
a man named Morris Gross. That statement was true. To be fair to Nash, 
as I was fair to him in the House, I stated that Nash when the case came 
before the jury the charge against him was dismissed. I further stated with 
respect to Nash that he was a deserter in the army, and that he had been 
charged as a deserter, and that he had served three months in jail, being 
convicted of that charge. | 
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How. Mr. Raney: Why do not you put it the way it is put in the paper 
= ee in, that he was charged and was convicted of being absent without 
eave ¢ 

Mr. Lennox: I read the evidence from the Court in the House, which 

I have not here, and those of you who heard me will remember that Nash 
admitted that he was a deserter, and he had got three months. I am not 
particular how nicely it was put here in the committee. Absent without 
leave, | may say for the benefit of my friend, is not a criminal charge neces- 
sarily; desertion is. Absent without leave is dealt with by the Commanding 
Officer ; desertion is dealt with by the Courts, by the criminal Court. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: The papers show what this charge was, being absent 
without leave—the conviction, you put it in yourself. 

Mr. Lennox: When I stated that men were being employed that had been 
bootleggers I referred to a man by the name of Shamnetz. Shamnetz was a 
bootlegger; Shamnetz had been arrested on one or two occasions at least for 
bootlegging; one occasion I remember distinctly where I defended him, and 
he succeeded in satisfying the Magistrate that he was not guilty. On one 
or two other occasions I was not defending him. Shamnetz after he was 
charged with being a bootlegger was taken on by the government as an 
operator and so acted as an operator for some time in the employ of the 
government. When I made that charge I made it knowing it was true, and 
it is true. 

A man by the name of Wesley J. Robinson, to whom I made reference 
in the House, was arrested for being drunk. I made the statement in the 
House that he was a witness on a certain case, and that his fine was paid by 
a Mr. Partridge in order to have him released so that he might be able to give 
evidence on the following day. 

Tus Cuatraan: Did not you say in the House that the fine was paid 
by the government ‘ i 

Mr. Lennox: No; I said by Partridge, by one of your employees. XN ow 
it turned out that I was wrong in Partridge being the man; it was paid by 
Montgomery, who is a permanent official of the Department, and I think an 
assistant to Mr. Avyearst. At all events the statement I made was that he 
was drunk, that he was arrested, that his fine was paid, that he was needed 
to give evidence in a case in which he afterwards did give evidence which 
resulted however in the non-conviction of the man that was charged. When I 
made that statement I made it knowing it to be true, and it was true. 

Norman C. Hayes, another man to whom I made reference on the charge 
of having with Trubel been drunk in the headquarters of the O.T.A. officials 


at 46 Richmond Street West. : 
; Hox. Mr. Fercuson: That is the government office. 
Mr. Lennox: That is the eovernment office. The other statement I made 
was sworn to before this committee and has not been denied. The take: 
~ therefore having been sworn to here I take it to be true; I say it i true. 
How. Mr. Raney: That is evidence of the man Smith, is it* i 
Mr. Lexvox: I think McCutcheon and Budway both, was it not‘ then 
T come to a man by the name of John E. King whose name I mentioned in 


ne W t - who had been assisting the 
the House, and I stated that he was a bootlegger who ha Bye 


; aay -nowledge of the government. 
government, and was a pootlegger to the k S s 
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is the man that the operators went to and you gave them the information with 
respect to Morris Gross. He is the man from whom they purchased a 
bottle of whiskey immediately before the raid took place on Morris Gross’s 
house, and you will recollect from the evidence that was read that the operat- 
ors, at least one of them, if not two, admitted that they had drunk this bottle 
of whiskey before they had made the raid. 

The next man I referred to was a man by the name of Stagg who was 
operating at Cochrane. I stated that Stagg had represented himself as being 
a member of the Y.M,O.A..and had. been using his return button in order 
to secure the confidence of the returned soldiers in Cochrane. Both those 
statements are true. I stated furthermore that Stagg had been charged by 
two young girls with criminal assault, and that a warrant had been sworn out 
before the gentleman who gave evidence here, and that Stage had skipped and 
had not been back there since. That statement was true. 

Hon. Mr, Ranny: That is not fair. Both Inspectors said that Stage 
had been around there several times. 

Mr. Lennox: I did not hear them say that; but that makes it all the 
worse. tf he was back there then he should have been arrested and he should 
have been tried. 

Hon, Mr. Ranuy: They said there was no warrant. 

Mr, Lennox: The gentleman: who swore out the warrant gave. his 
evidence and swore he sent it to Mr. Dempsey, and he is a Justice of the 
Peace, and official of this government Major Gridley. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Did Mr. Gridley say he swore out a warrant? 
Mr. Lennox: He did; he says he swore out a warrant and he sent the 
warrant to Mr. Dempsey, and I read a copy of his letter. 

Mr. Jounstron (Simcoe): I understand Mr. Gridley to say he had sent 
them to Mr. Dempsey, the regular Police Magistrate at Cochrane. 
Mr. Lewnox: In his evidence here 

Mr. Jounston: So that he only thought there was a warrant. 

Mr, Lennox: He could take the information and he did. I. said 
that Jeffrey while at Hamilton had arrested a couple of people, one a 
woman, for breach of the Ontario Temperance Act, that he was under the 
influence of liquor, that he had treated this woman harshly, and most shame- 
fully. In order to support that charge I produced the disinterested police- 
men of Hamilton. The committee heard their evidence. They swore ex- 
actly what I stated. In defence of Jeffreys those who were with him swore 
that the man was not drunk, and that the woman was not harshly used. That 
of course I have to leave to the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. Jounsron (Simcoe): Tell us what you stated. 

Mr. Lennox: L,stated.in the House that this man was drunk when he 
brought these people to the station and that he hauled them out of the 
Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Did you say “hauled” or “dragged” ? 

Mr. Lennox: Or dragged, I don’t remember which, out of the auto- 
mobile into the station, and they both swore that that was true. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: You mean the Hamilton police. 

Mr. Lennox: Yes. 

Hon, Mr. Fureuson: Now I come to this man Henry. 

Henry and McCutcheon, without going over the evidence, laid a charge at 














4 
’ 





GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. SOI 








Shaliow Lake against a man named Joynt. McCutcheon swore Henry never 
was at Shallow Lake, and he further swore that he would no longer co-sperate 
with him, and that he reported what had taken place to Mr. Hammond upon 
his return. Mr. Hammond denies that. At all events we have this fact, 
that immediately after the Shallow Lake occurrence Henry was discharged, 
and there is no other reason suggested for his discharge than what took place 
at Shallow Lake. 

I stated in the House that a man by the name of Arnold E. Hill while at 
Fort Frances representing the department had laid information against a 
certain man in order to convict him for a violation of the Ontario Temperance 
Act. I stated that this man Hill had been arrested for robbing a house in 
Winnipeg, and that he had been convicted, and that he was serving his time. 
I did not produce any evidence because that was admitted by the Attorney- 
General. ; | 

I then made probably one of the most serious charges of all, and that 
was with respect to what took place at Collingwood. I made the charge 
there that two of the operators under the Ontario Temperance Act while in 
the discharge of their duty, had gone to. Collingwood and had induced a young 
man under the age of 16 to purchase liquor for them in order to get a eon- 
viction, and that the young man himself had got drunk from hquor that had 
been given to him out of the bottles that he had purchased. I have here in 
my hand the evidence of the operators, and I refer just to one line of it, which 
is all that is necessary for my purpose, the evidence of Fielding who: says 
when asked the question ‘“What took place? A.—He purchased the liquor for 
Mr. West.” The boy swears he took two drinks, was given drinks, two or 
three, out of these bottles. That is denied by the operators. The first 
point I want to impress is that I made the statement that these operators had 
employed or induced a child to purchase liquor for them in order to get a 
conviction; that statement is absolutely true. I then made the statement 
that the boy that they had got to buy the whiskey for them was arrested for 
being drunk, and was convicted for being drunk upon the same day that 
he bought the whiskey for them; and that statement 1s true. 

Hon. Mr. Feravson: Do you mean the boy was convicted 

Mr. Lennox: Yes, of being drunk on the day that he bought the whiskey, 
and was fined in the Juvenile Court $20 and costs for being drunk. at 

T stated in the House that a man by the name of Rutka, who. was an 
operator and had been for some time in the employ of the Government, was 
sent to Brantford for the purpose of endeavoring to secure convictions under 
the Ontario Temperance Act, that while there an information was laid against 
a man by the name of Taylor, who apparently was a bachelor or a widower 
with a housekeeper. I stated in the House that at the trial the housekeeper 
had denied that this man Rutka had paid her three dollars for liquor which he 
said he purchased from her. In order to prove to the satisfaction of the 
Court that Rutka had actually purchased the lquor he stated, it was stated 
| uld easily satisfy the Court, because he had had carnal con- 
pon her breast was a sear that would corroborate 
JT stated in the House that the Magistrate 1m- 
Court; he sent for the Matron and the 
ym and examined her, and came 


there, that he co 
nection with her and that u 
the testimony that he gave. . - 
mediately stopped the proceedings 12 
Matron took the woman into a private room 
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back and reported that there was no scar upon the person of this unfortunate 
woman—the result being that the charge was dismissed. That statement is 
true. I did not produce evidence for the reason that the Attorney-General 
admitted it in his correspondence, referring to the action of Rutka in Brant- 
ford. I say that the charge that I made is absolutely true. 


I stated in the House that at Niagara Falls one of the spotters employed 
ty the Government in order to clean up conditions there had been tried for 
murder, I read to the House this statement: “In the Niagara Falls Police 
Court the other day it was proven that the witnesses for the Crown were both 
jailbirds, one having been tried for murder and having served a term in 
jail, while the other was mixed up in the affair’—it is no wonder that 
Magistrate Fraser said, “How can I believe such witnesses? Can any credit 
be attached to their evidence. I cannot convict any person on such evidence.” 
I produced no witnesses here to prove that, because it was admitted by the 
Attorney-General that such had taken place in N lagara Falls. So having 
made the statement I repeat that statement is true. 


Coming down to Welland I stated that two men by the name of Cox 
and Wood—I read this statement from the Welland Telegraph: “Let us 
look for a moment at some of the episodes in the spotters’ history in Welland 
in recent days: 


“The making of a respectable Welland home a house of assignation. 
“The making drunk of a company of girls. 

“The enticing of a boy of sixteen to buy a bottle of liquor. 

“An orgy of drinking and drunkenness.” 


he sworn testimony produced and put in by my friend the Honourable 
Member for Southwest Toronto, and also by the Honourable Member for 
Niagara, bears out and proves beyond all question that these two men while 
in Welland and while in the company with girls who were there playing 
in the opera got drunk on more than one occasion, and also the evidence 
proves the statement that they enticed a boy of sixteen to buy liquor. Having 
made these statements I say without any fear of contradiction that both 
of them are true. 


I come to the man by the name of Meek. I stated that Meek while in 
Guelph with McCutcheon had received money from the hotelkeepers not 
to prosecute. McCutcheon swore here in the box that Meek had received from 
Mr. Reinhart no less than $1,200 so that he would not prosecute the man 
against whom they had information. That statement was not denied although 
it was made upon the second day of this investigation. I think therefore 
T am safe in saying that if the statement was not true it would have been 
denied by some evidence produced on behalf of the Government. This man 
Meek at that time was an operator in the employ of the Government. 


Then Nathan Slavin, whose name I did not mention, but you heard the 
evidence with respect to him and his connection with the Department, his 
convictions and his subsequent hiring of his automobile to the Department-— 
Nathan Slavin’s car was according to the evidence of McCutcheon, the car 
that took Nash away from Canada over to Niagara Falls in order that he 
would not give evidence against Morris Gross. 
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Now, coming back to McCutcheon, I referred to the charge against 
him at Guelph. I now wish to refer to two other charges that I made upon 
the occasion when I spoke in the House. I stated in the House that Me- 
Cutcheon while in the employ of the Government and to the knowledge of 
the Government had been charged with conspiring to defeat the ends of 
justice by driving witnesses so that they would get beyond the jurisdiction 
of this Court. I further stated that McCutcheon had been tried upon that 
charge, tried before a jury, and had been found guilty, and that the charge 
was made some time I think early in May; he was under indictment from 
May until October, and during the whole of that period he was in the employ 
of the Government, notwithstanding the fact that he had been charged with 
conspiracy to defeat the ends of justice. When I made that statement I made 
it knowing it to be true. I repeat it because it is true; I stated in the House 
that McCutcheon was at that very moment languishing in the Toronto Jail 
as a result of a conviction based upon a charge for the operating of an illicit 
still in this city, that he was found guilty of operating the still—was charged 
in July, and was not convicted till some time later in the fall, but that not- 
withstanding the fact that this man who was representing the Government 
for the purpose of cleaning matters up, was at that very time to the know- 
ledge of the Department himself charged with illicitly making liquor. That 
charge is true. Poor McCutcheon is to-day suffering as a result of that 
charge, being incarcerated at the present moment in the Toronto Jail. 

I referred to Courian. Courian has been spoken of very freely in this 
investigation. Courian according to the evidence was convicted for being 
drunk on one or more occasions. Courian according to the evidence was 
mixed up— 

| Hon. Mr. Raney: Mr. Ayearst says Courian was never convicted of 
being drunk as far ag he was aware of. 

How. Mr. Fereuson: He said he was drunk in his office. 

Mr. Lennox: Drunk in his office. I did not say that Mr. Ayearst said; 
I said it was sworn he had been drunk and convicted; I do not say Mr. Ayearst 
said that. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: There was no evidence before the Committee that 
he was convicted. 

Mr. Lennox: I think that by both McCutcheon and Smith, I am sure 
by Smith, and I think by McCutcheon. Courian’s name had been mixed up 
‘with the Morriss Gross matter and with other matters relative to the en: 
forcement of the Ontario Temperance Act, and I am not going to dwell on 
-Courian. 
| Now then, I come to Max Cohen. Max Cohen, according to the evidence 
lived with Slavin, and was a cousin of Slavin’s, living there when he was 
in the employ of the Government. According to the evidence of McCutcheon 
the liquor which was found in the house of Nash’s mother-in-law was placed 
there by Max Cohen, that it was a plan to catch Nash by Courian and his 
friends’ because Nash endeavored to convict Morris Gross, apparently a 
friend of Courian’s. McCutcheon swore that it was a plan. Smith swore 
that Courian went with him and another operator for the purpose of finding 
the goods, and that Cohen refused to go into the house unless he was 

, te bsolutely refused, but Cohen said that 
allowed to go in alone; that Smith absolutely , 
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Mr. Ayearst told him that he was to go alone. Smith then said he would not 
have anything to do with it, that Caner had told him prior to this that he 
could get it any time he wanted it, and that afterwards he said he had to 
watch ue a sign from the window before it would be safe for him to go 
in. wi waM be for the public to say whether they believe Smith and Me- 
Cutcheon, or whether they do not. Cohen was not called; no person was 
called except a man by the name of Rogers, who said he did not get lquor 
there. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Where is Courian? 

Mr. Lennox: He was not called. I think he is down in Mexico or 
California. | 

Coming down to the information I got from Budway, the only informa- 
tion was with respect to Flack. He i ts exactly what I stated in the 
House, that Flack, at the time that he was in the employ of the Government, 
had given information believing that Budway was not in the employ of the 
Government, that enabled him to get in touch with a man by the name of 
F’arney from whom he could qigon liquor. Flack told him that he 
was getting a rake-off of three dollars a case. Budway swore that was true. I 
do not ask you to believe Budway. It is not material to me whether you 
believe Budway or not, but if you.do believe Budway he immediately re- 
ported it within an hour, to Mr. Ayearst, and within a very short time after- 
wards, within a few days or a few hours, he reported in writing to the 
Department that Flack was dealing illicitly and illegally in lhquor. I said 
I did not care whether you believed Budway or not, for this reason, Flack is 
still in the Department, working for them. If it were not true Flack would 
have been called to deny it; but not only that, whether Budway is telling the 
truth or not in this instance, I would have thought if he was not telling the 
truth that Mr. Ayearst, ae he got into the ve would have said that the 
statement that Flack, which Budway made to him, which he reported im- 
mediately afterwards that Flack was engaged in hie business, would have 
been denied by Mr. Ayearst. There was no denial by Mr. Ayearst. It 
is admitted that Flack is still in the Department, and according to the 
evidence, the facts were brought home to the Chief Inspector of the Depart- 
ment. iE 
Courian according to the evidence of McCutcheon was engaged in ship- 
ping liquor to the eal States, and he stated that a man Hate Stewart 
was receiving twelve dollars a case, being commission, in the express office 
to take it over. That statement. was not denied by anybody. I assume it 
is true, although I wish to point out to the Committee that that was not im 
corporated as one of the charges made by me in connection with the enforce 
ment of the Liquor License Act. | G 

I proved to the Committee I think, that every person who was engaged 
in the cleaning up process was to the knowledge of the Department, at least 
McCutcheon at all events and Gordon, known to have been convicted. Those 
are the men that I had in view foe I made the statement that the Ontario 
Temperance Act was being enforced by men who had been convicted and 
were either criminals, thugs or perjurers. Since this investigation a man 
by the name of Martin, ae has been with the Department decor dztte to the 
returns, I think a period of almost two years, was mentioned. This 7 
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during that period has given evidence 
Department, and I have no doubt 
have been found guilty, 


€ on many occasions on behalf of the 
: as the result of his evidence many men 
He was found guilty himself only a week or two 
ago, a’ few days ago, of perjury, and is to-day suffering the penalty in the 
Barrie Jail. My. Weldon this morning swore that he had been some time 
endeavoring to get this man before the Courts, and the reason of calling Mr. 
Weldon was to show that though he had endeavored from time to time to 
get this man before the Courts on a charge of perjury, and though the 
information apparently was laid eventually in January of 1922, notwith- 
standing the fact that charges were being made against this man for per- 
jury, that an endeavor was being made to bring him to trial for perjury, 
he was still retained by the Government acting as a spotter, and as Mr. 
Weldon said he did not get permission to have him brought before the 
Courts until this investigation had commenced. 
Hon. Mr. Ranuy: Are you alleging that Martin was employed by the 
Government atier a charge of perjury had been laid against him ? 
Mr. Lennox: I am alleging that Martin was retained by the Govern- 
ment long after negotiations had taken place between Mr. Weldon and the 
_ Department in an endeavor to have him arrested for perjury. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: There should not be any negotiations, there might 
be representations. 
Mr. Lennox: Representations. : 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Would you please give the Committee the dates 2 
Mr. Lennox: That is the reason we want the letters. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: I have no doubt you can speak.. 
| Mr. Lewnox: I am speaking from evidence given by Mr. Weldon, who 
"says it occurred last August. 

Hon. Mr. Ranury: So far as I know Mr. Weldon did not say a word 
about his employment; tell the Committee when the representations were made 
to the Department, and when he was dismissed. 

: Mr. Lennox: I am giving my statement. If you want to cross-examine 
me you will have all the time you want. Mr. Weldon stated that the con- 
_viction made against his client occurred last August, that in hig opinion from 
| the evidence he had in his control the evidence was perjured on which the 
conviction was founded, and that he had come down to the Department, 
that he had asked for a remission of the fine on account of it being perjured 
_€vidence, and he stated that he would prove the man had perjured himself 
‘if the opportunity were given to him, and having done that he would ex- 
pect, of course, a remission of the fine. He said those negotiations had been 
going on, and that the charges had been laid in January last, and no action 
had been taken until this investigation had taken place. pane 
et tors oT stated ‘that. the Attorney-General or some one in his 
_ department had offered to release a large quantity of liquor that TAR at ay 
/seizure by the government at Rainy River provided it would not be s Eppes 
ito the United States, and that it would be shipped to British Colum Me 
. here it could be bought by the people of British Columbia. I did not 
say that the Attorney-General had made that statement; I said the offer 
had been made through the Attorney-General or some one in his depart- 
‘ment. T did not say in the House that the Attorney-General or any one in 
tis department had used the word “debauched.” I did say that he or some 
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one in his department were willing to abandon the appeal, were willing 
to give up the liquor provided it were sent to British Columbia where it 
would be bought, where it could be bought by the people of British Col- 
umbia, but that he would not under any conditions allow it to be shipped 
into the United States. In support of that charge we have the statement 
of Mr. Hales—and I will say here that I congratulate the Attorney-General 
upon securing the services of a man of the high character of Mr. James 
Hales—Mr. Hales gave a statement to the Attorney-General, a copy of 
which was given to me, which I have not just at my hand, which bears 
out in to the statement made by me, that is that the Department was wil- 
ling, that the government would abandon the liquor, the seizure which they 
_ had, provided it was sent to British Columbia. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: The Attorney-General admitted he knew that. 

Mr. Lennox: The Attorney-General admitted that he knew that. The 
only difference between the Attorney-General and me was this, what I said 
was absolutely correct. The Attorney-General by iadopting the language 
of the Mail endeavors to put into my mouth words that I did not use. I 
repeat what I said in the House, and it is true, but before doing so J may 
say that I read to the committee the evidence of the President of the com- 
pany who owned the liquor, who swore that there was an arrangement 
made between Mr. Hales or some member in authority, that if the liquor 
was not shipped to the United States, and if it were sent to British Colum- 
bia all proceedings so far as appeal were concerned would be abandoned and 
the liquor would be given up. Mr. Haverson swore that that was the ar- 
rangement. Mr. Haverson swore that during the time he was in the depart- 
ment representing the company, that he stated to Mr. Hales that you are 
willing that the people of British Columbia shall be debauched, but you 
are not willing to release it and have it go to the United States. Mr. Haver- 
son admitted that he had used the same expression to me, that the govern- 
ment were willing to ship it to British Columbia where it might be used in 
debauching the people of British Columbia, but there was no suggestion 
by me in the House that the word “debauched” was used either by the Attor- 
ney-General or by anybody representing him in the department. The 
Attorney-General tried to attach that to my statement well knowing, how- 
ever, that I had made no such charge against him. The statement that L 
made with respect to British Colmubia I say, however, is corroborated not 
only by the evidence of Mr. Haverson, but by the evidence of the President 
of the Company and by the statement of Mr. Hales, and if the statement 
I made was not true one would have thought that Mr. Hammond would 
have been put into the box so as to give an explanation, to have denied the 
sworn statement which he heard and which was read here of the President 
of the Company who swore that the arrangement was that the appeal would 
be abandoned, the liquor would be delivered over provided it was shipped 
to British Columbia. 


That I think covers the most of the charges that I made that were of 
importance, but no doubt the Attorney-General in his cross-examination 
will be able to draw my attention to some other matters. I might also just 
before leaving draw the attention of the committee to the fact, which I was 

if 
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not aware of when I made the charges in the House, that if the evidence of 
Mr. Hammond is to be believed the Attorney-General knew at the time of 
the arrangement for the, special investigation into the Department that 
McCutcheon was the one that was going to handle it, and was aware that 
at the time McCutcheon had been convicted of assault, and either at that 
time or upon General Elliott’s return, which was in the latter part of July 
or early part of August, the Attorney-General knew that McCutcheon was 
under indictment for endeavoring to defeat the ends of justice, and McCut- 
cheon was kept on for three months at least after the Attorney-General knew, 
if the evidence of Hammond is to be believed, that he was under indictment 
for conspiracy to defeat the ends of justice. I am fortified in the state- 
ments that I made by a memorandum made over the signature of the At- 
torney-General in which he used these words, the memorandum being dated 
the 24th February 1922, “Too many of the special officers have been going 
bad.” That is the statement, considered opinion, made by the Attorney- 
General over his signature on the 24th February of this year; and may I 
point out here that if all these men whose records I have given, whose 
records are all publicly recorded in the annals of the courts, if the returns 
are true: there was not a single one of those men engaged by the govern- 
ment, notwithstanding his record, that was discharged except McCoy, and 
that is the man to whom the Attorney-General in his statement gave a testi- 
monial. Every other man whose name I have given, every other man who 
has been convicted, if the statement is true, was not discharged by reason 
of his conviction. 


One other charge before I finish, and that is with respect to the man 
by the name of Miark Heaton. I was particularly interested in Heaton, be- 
cause he was sent up to supersede a very efficient officer Mr. Daniel Macken- 
zie, who has been a License Inspector for a great many years. He was sent 
into my own riding to represent or to look after the enforcement of the 
' Act in my Riding, being appointed Provincial Inspector for the County of 
York. During the ‘Session or some time before I made my speech in the 
House, my attention was drawn by the Chief of Police of the County to the 
report that he had got from the County Constable Kirk, who gave his evi- 
deuce here this morning. You heard the evidence that Kirk gave. In the 
House I stated exactly what Kirk swore to-day, only I did not go so far, 
because Kirk swore to-day, and you will recall that the Attorney-General 
gave him a testimonial and said he was well spoken of, and a very highly 
respected officer, and the Attorney-General made that statement after Pa 
this highly respected officer had sworn in the box that Heaton had told 
him that they had men in the employ of the government that would go any 
length or do anything in order to get a conviction. That was the evidence 
given by Kirk. That was the evidence given by Kirk this mornin Mee 
referring to Heaton, who asked him to become criminally intimate aie 
with this woman, and when he refused and became indignant said he ha 
operators who would be glad to do it, to become criminally intimate with he 
in order to get a conviction. I made that statement in the House. Nik 
statement I made is true and is not denied and cannot be denied. Even that 


man Kirk was called up by the Commissioner of Police and was asked about 
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these matters, and even though these matters were brought to his atten- 
tion, when the question was eed by me was he discharged—that is was 
- Heaton disc’.arged—or did he resign, the answer was “No, he was employed 
only Ce. for three months. His services were dispensed with at 
the end of his temporary employment.” No suggestion that his employment 
was severed by reason of the fact that he was guilty of this offence with 
which he had been charged by the County Policeman. 


Just. a word or two with respect to Budway. Budway gave a statement 
which he signed, left a statement at my office which he signed. Budway was 
sitting in the gallery when. J made my statement in the House. I assume, 
I may be assuming too much, but I assume that there is no one here that 
will think that I one say anything that would antagonize Budway if I 
thought he had anything that he could disclose that mould injure me. J 
hope re the committee Sil give me more credit than offering myself a prey 
to a man of Budway’s type ieaho Abbe anything that he could disclose to my 
injury. So that whether I am right or wrong you at least will give me credit 
for having the courage in the presence of Budway of making the statement 
that I made. Now, Budwas has made certain statements against me, and he 
has also made certain statements reflecting, or in an endeavor to reflect 
upon the Conservative Party. Budway was charged and convicted of bran- 
dishing a revolver in a train some years ago ni ie operating for the govern- 
ment in the discharge or while enforcing the Ontario Temperance Act; Bud- 
way gave evidence a few years ago in the Firemen’s Enquiry before His 
Honour Judge Denton and His Honour Judge Denton at that trial, the evidence 
of which I have, after Budway had got out of the box or while he was in the 
box, told Budway, as Budway had to admit this morning knowing apparently 
that T had the A ulatades here that upon the evidence of eis a man he would not 
convict a dog. That was the statement made by Judge Denton in open court, 
and which Dube appeared in the press in this city. Budway stated that I 
had paid him I think he said $25 or $30 for getting evidence or for informa- — 
tion, and that seemed to please the Attorney-General very much. I just q 
want to reiterate what I stated in the House, I was not referring to Budway — 
as a matter of fact, we were referring to McCutcheon, but I am going to 
make it broad enough to cover Budway, because the statement that I have — 
made had its reference entirely to McCutcheon, but I am willing to lay down ~ 
the gauntlet so far as Budway is concerned; I stated in the House that I~ 
had not paid this man McCutcheon a single dollar, and McCutcheon swore — 
I did not even give him, I was too mean to even pay his car fare. If I did — 
say in the House—and I am willing to admit I did, although I did not say 
it—but if I did say this then that I never gave a single copper to any man ~ 
for information, that statement would be absolutely true, and I repeat it — 
to-day. I never gave Budway a single copper for information of any kind ~ 
that he gave to me. What occurred was this; Budway had been discharged; 
Budway came to my office of his own free aa a short time before or while - 
the House was in session. He said he understood that I was going to attack 
the Department the O.T.A. and its enforcement, and that We naa some in- — 
formation he would like to give me. I said I would be very glad to get any — 
information that he had. He came to my office I suppose probably twenty 


| 
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or thirty times, very few of which I was in, being engaged in court every 
day, and I would not get back to my office till five o’clock. He discussed 
matters, apparently very venomous against the department, more especially 
against Hammond, and brought in a man by the name of Bell, who also was 
an officer. After being in three or four times discussing matters he came 
to me and he said “Look here, I am out of a job, I have not a dollar in the 
world; can you give me $5?’ I said “Budway, it would seem very mean if 
I did not, and it will seem just as mean of me if I do. I will do it.” He 
said “I have not a copper, I have not had a dollar, I have not earned a dol- 
lar since the 31st December, I have not a cent in the world.” I gave him 
$5. I called in my bookkeeper and said “I am giving —give Mr. Budway 
$5” and it was entered in my book, no concealment whatever. On no occa- 
sion did I ever give him anything unless either my partner or my bookkeeper 
was present. On every occasion I gave it to him he would walk out, and he 
would then come back and say “Colonel, I wish you would let me have $5— 
no suggestion that it had any reference whatever to do with the information 
which I was getting. He was taking advantage apparently of the fact that 
he was giving some information. J gave him according to my books $20, 
four five-dollars bills on fonr occasions. That was given under the condi- 
tion, under the circumstances that I have narrated, no reference whatever 
to being given to him, to being paid to him as an inducement for him to 
divulge or disclose any evidence that he would not have given freely because 
he was only too anxious to get even, as he puts it, with the department. That 
is the history of the $20 or $25 that was paid by me to Mr. Budway. I 
make no apology for it. Those are the facts, and I am quite willing that 
the public shall say whether that was wrong or whether that was right, and 
more especially am I quite willing to leave it to the public in view of the 
fact that every word Budway signed he swore was absolutely true. 


Coming down to another statement made by me in the House, which 
also gave real pleasure to my distinguished friend the Attorney-General. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No, no, you are quite mistaken. 

Mr. Lennox: —that I had stated in the House that I had not seen this 
© man Courian five minutes in-six months... My recollection is that I said I 
had not seen him for half an hour, but I am not going to quibble over 
Miwhether I said five minutes or whether I said half an hour. At the time 
- that I made the statement I had entirely forgotten about what had taken 
_ place in December, if that is the case, I don’t remember it, in my parlor. 
j That was a matter of four or five months previous. I had in my mind an 
occasion when I went to Courian’s house upon invitation from Budway, and 
the circumstances surrounding it were these: Courian had been in the States 
down in California where I understand he is now operating a large hotel in 
Santa Monica. He went down there leaving his family, and he came back 
for the purpose of taking his family away and removing his furniture. I 
had been told by Budway that there were women operators employed by Be 
government, and I knew of a case of which I have the evidence, which 
read here. of a Miss Mumfort, who afterwards became Mrs. Clarke, who 
has given evidence in the Police Court. Budway said to me" ne ae 
be able to tell you whether they had women in their employ.” He saic 
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knew myself two women, Miss Bailey and Mrs. Collins, I think is the 
name, who were around the department, around Flantnonels office a great 
deal, but I don’t know whether they were employed by him, but I think 
they were; but Courian will be able to tell you.” He said “Courian is 
coming home Saturday and he will be here on Sunday, and if you go down 
on Sunday and see Courian he will tell you.” I said “If I can I will do 
it.’ I went out, I was driving in my car, I jumped out of the car, I said 
to my driver, who had my wife and two others, I said “You drive around 
for a few minutes and I will go in and see this man, and I will see you when 
I come back.” I went in and I saw Courian in the front rcom, Budway 
being in a back room where I was ushered into, sitting there by himself. I 
was asked to go into the front room, and went out of the door along a hall 
and then into a door. I asked -Courian about these women, and he gave me 
just the same information as Budway, that they were around there, he had 
not any doubt that they had been paid by the department, he knew they were 
mixed up in this investigation, but further than that he could not say. He 
was leaving I think on Tuesday with his family for Santa Monica. Nothing 
however took place between Courian and myself that lasted probably five 
minutes. He then began to teil me of the beautiful place he was in in 
California, I waiting there for my car. If my car had not been sent on I 
would have been out of his house in probably five minutes. That is all 
that occurred so far as Courian was concerned. Such a thing as an offer of 
two hundred dollars being made to Courian for Budway is so utterly absurd 
on the face of it that I “do not suppose any person will give it a moment’s 
eredence. In the first place this was just a few days hides I made my 
speech. I had at that time all the information that Budway could give 
me, [ had had his statement weeks before that, so that there was nothing 
for which I could possibly give Budway two hundred dollars in payment 
for, because he had no information other than what he had already given 
me, and I had in my possession at that time. So that why I should under 
those conditions offer Budway through Courian two hundred dollars is quite 
beyond me. The offer was never made. The offer was never discussed. 
3udway and Courian were more anxious at that time to get after the Depart- 
ment for personal reasons than I was for public reasons. 


Hon. Mr. Feravson: Was any mention of money at all made? 


Mr. Lennox: No money was mentioned either direct or indirect; no 
money was ever thought of by me, I am sure no money was ever thought 
of by Courian. Now, as to the $2,500, I never heard of that in my life till 
I heard it from Budway. Budway does say of course, that it never was dis- 
cussed with me either directly or indirectly. Let me say in passing 


Mr. Nickie: Budway says you knew nothing about it, and it was never 
mentioned in your presence. 


Mr. Lexnox: Budway says that on a third occasion I saw Courian. The 
third occasion was this, I think it was on the following Tuesday J was go- 
ing into Court, and those of you who are familiar with the Courts will know 
that the corridor is always filled with spectators and witnesses and men 
who are curious idlers who have nothing to do, and in going in or coming 
out of Court where I was engaged in a case, I met Courian, and he said 
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to me, “I am leaving to-morrow.” JI shook hands with him, bid him good 
day and walked out; and that was the third occasion that I spoke to this 
man Courian. 

That I think covers the statements made by me in the House. I may just 
say in conclusion that I know nothing whatever about $2500 being obtained 
or being raised, I never heard of it, and I have not the slightest hesitation in 
saying that if it had been raised I would have known about it, and I therefore 
have no hesitancy in making the statement that there never was any such thing 
ever thought of. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): Would you mind just repeating what you said 
in reference to the man by the name of Partridge being prosecuted at Fort 
Frances—Partridge gave evidence here. 

Mr. Lennox: I said that while giving evidence and under the influence 
of liquor he assaulted the Crown Attorney. 

Mr. Jounston (Simcoe): You will remember when Partridge gave 
evidence he said he was not under the influence of liquor. 

Mr. Lennox: I am telling you what my information is. 

Mr. Jounston: You said that was true? | 

Mr. Lennox: I say the statement was correct that he assaulted the 
Crown Attorney and he was fined one hundred dollars. 

Mr. Jounston: But you connected the influence of liquor along with it? 

Mr. Lennox: I would not expect him to say he was not sober. He had 
to admit he assaulted him; he could not get out of that, and he could not 
get out of saying he was fined, but he could get out of admitting he was 
under the influence of liquor. 

Mr. Jounston: Why did not you get a sworn statement from Mr. 
Courian ? 

Mr. Lennox: Mr. Courian gave me no information, none whatever. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: I may tell you that Mr. Lovering says he read the 
evidence in the trial of Partridge, and there was not a word in it about him 
being under the influence of liquor. 

Mr. Lennox: That may be; I am saying so. 

Mr. Nicxre: The arrangement was Mr. Raney was to be entitled to 
examine. 


Honourable Mr. Raney examined Col. Lennox as follows: 


Q.—I judge from the evidence that has been given here and from your 
own statements that you have been fairly active for some months past in getting 


evidence of irregularities in connection with the enforcement of the Ontario 


Temperance Act? ; od 
A.—wNo, all this I have, nearly, was in the Press—the simplest thing in the 


world. 


Q.—Apparently from the statement of witnesses and from your own 
statements you interviewed—your time is valuable of course—you interviewed 
witnesses at your office and elsewhere for the purpose of getting information, 
am J right ? 

A.—It depends on what you mean by witnesses. 


().—Persons ? 
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A.—T interviewed McCutcheon twice, I thought it was three times but he 
said twice; I interviewed Budway and Courian and that 1s ati (iiavt peal te 
eall. 

Q.—And did you send anybody anywhere to make inquiries ? 

A.—I saw in the paper a statemerit to the effect that Jeffreys and Tru- 
bell had. while under the influence of liquor, arrested a man and woman for a 
breach of the Ontario Temperance Act, and that they had abused the woman 
after her arrest. In order to verify that statement so that I would not be mak- 
ing any mistake, because that was not a matter of public record—every other 
statement I think I can say, almost every other statement I could verity that 
statement I could not verify from record of the court, and in order that there 
might be no possible mistake, that I might be doing no injustice to these offi- 
cials, I sent one of my students up to Hamilton with instructions to go to the 
police and find out exactly what they said, and get their statement before I made 
the charge in the House. He went there. 

Q.—You have been making statements; cannot you give clear cut answers ? 

A.—He went there under my instructions, and he verified the statement 
T made in the House. 

Q.—Did you send him anywhere else ¢ 

A.—Not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Did you send him to Kitchener 4 

A.—TI did not. 

Q.—Did he go to Kitchener ? 

A.—He did not to my knowledge. 

Q.—Who paid his expenses to Hamilton ¢ 

A.—I suppose they would come out of my petty cash; it was done on my 
business. 

Q.—I will not ask the young man’s name—‘? 

A.—His name is— 

Q.—TI am not asking the name; is that the young man who was in some 
trouble with the Board a year or so ago 4 

A.~—-I do not know. 

Q.—Did you see the Board at that time and make representations to the 
Board to avoid a prosecution 4 

A.—I cannot say. 

Q.—Do you remember the case of a young man having forged the 
doctor’s name to a prescription 4 

A.—I cannot remember; I may have. 

A.—I eannot tell you. 

Q.—Did you go to see Mr. Flavelle to avoid a prosecution ¢ 

Q.—Did you go and see Mr. Flavelle to try and get Mr, Flavelle not to pro- 
secute him for forgery 

A.—TI do not remember; I may have; but if I did what he did does not 
help you any. 

Q.—lIs this the same young man who has been assisting you in working 
up the evidence in this case % 

A.—He has not assisted one minute in working up the case except going 
to Hamilton, and if he did anything wrong he is responsible for that. 
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Q.—Do you recall seeing Mr. Flavelle to get Mr. Flavelle not to have this 
young man prosecuted for forgery 7 
A.—It is possible, I saw Mr. Flavelle hundreds of times. 
Q.—Did you see him and request him not to prosecute this young man 
for forgery ¢ 
A.—It is quite possible; I do not remember. 
Q.—That would be rather a thing that would impress itself on your 
mind ? | 
A.—Possibly, I saw Mr. Flavelle with reference to hundreds of men. 
Q.—Hundreds of men who had forged doctors’ names ? 
A.—No Sir. 
Q.—Any other case of a man who had forged a doctor’s name? 
A.—I do not remember this particular case; it may be true; I am not say- 
ing it is not true. 
Q.—Do you remember the name of the doctor whose name was forged 
A.—I do not, and I do not know that any name was forged, but if it was 
I am not interested in it. 
Q.—How long a period have these investigations covered in months? 
A.—Probably ten days, probably less. 
Q.—You did not tell the committee anything about the meeting at your 
apartments that Mr. Budway told about ? 
A.—Oh no; may I state it now? ; 
Q.—I will ask you questions now; he said however there was a meeting, 
a conference between yourself and Budway and Shamnetz and Courian at your 
apartments on Sunday the 18th December ? 
A.—They were there. 
Q.—At whose instance did Budway come? 
A.—Budway came at the instance of Courian. 
Q.—Did you telephone him before he came ? 
A=] think T° did. | 
Q.—The trial of the case arising out of the North York raid, the Man- 
sion House at Sutton raid, was then imminent? _ 
A.—The trial—I do not remember the date. He says it was the 18th; 
that may be right; the trial was on the 24th December. hy 
Q.—Did the meeting have anything to do with that trial? 
A.—Yes. | 
Q.—You know Shamnetz to be a bootlegger @ 
A.—I knew him to be a bootlegger and an operator. 
| Q.—You knew him to be a bootlegger 4 
me A.— Yes. 
} Q.—When was 
- government ? 
, At phim, i 
id Ba EEN ls I do not know me date when it was. 
it was in your time. 
= egeiae cre You a Budway’s story about what was said 


: ou 
about Smythe on that occasion: 


A—-Yes 


he an operator, in my time or in the time of the former 


e was an operator within the last year; I am not sure 
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Q.—Was Smythe’s name mentioned? 

A.—TI think it was, I am sure it was. 

Mr. Ayrarsr (To Hon. Mr. Raney): He was not an operator during 
your time—two years ago last February he ceased. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He was let out in February 1920; I took charge of 
the department in November 1920. Smythe’s name was mentioned ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Was the seizure at Budway’s house of the fifteen cases of Scotch 
whiskey mentioned ¢ 

A.—I never heard of the seizure made at Budway’s house until he 
gave me that statement. 

Q.—Very likely not; what was Shamnetz doing there ? 

A.—Shamnetz and Courian came to my house at their invitation; 
Shamnetz apparently thought I was very strong with you, wanted to see if 
T could get him reinstated, he said he had been discharged, and asked me to 
use my influence. 

Q.—He had been discharged in February 1920? 

A.—Yes, and he had been trying to get back for about a year or six 
months. 

(.—That was the purpose of his being there ? 

A.—TI think so. 

Q.—To get your influence with the Attorney-General ? 

A.—Yes. He knew that you liked me so well. 

@.—Why did you send for Budway ? 

A.—My instructions—I had forgotten all about this interview till it 
was brought up here—Courian and Shamnetz came to me—when I say they 
came for that purpose that is my best recollection, because Shamnetz kept 
bothering the life out of me every time he would see me at the Court to see 





if I would not do something for him. While we were there the matter came — 


up. Neither one of them knew Smythe or Creasy or Fielding. They said 
they were not in their department, they did not know them. I was very 


anxious to find out about these men to find out who they were. I could not 
get anybody who knew them. Courian says “I will tell you who can give 
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vou some information,” he said, ‘‘Budway knows all about the fellows,” and — 


he said “JI will call him up;” 


and he went to the ’phone and called him, and — 


Budway called to me and said did I want him to come down, and I said ~ 


“Yes, I want to speak to you,” 


T then asked him if he knew anything about Smythe and these men, and 


he said he knew they were in the Department, but he did not know any-_ 


and he came down a few minutes afterwards. — 


wee! 


thing about them. He never suggested that Smythe was one of the ones— 


who were in the Farney raid. The result was, we talked it over, and I 
said I would like to get some information about these men; the trial is com- 
ing up on the 24th December. I said I think this was a frame-up and } 
want to find out their reputation— . 

(Q.—Was that true that you thought it was a frame-up ? 

A.—I still do. 


— 


—, 
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Q.—Should I qtote to you from a newspaper report of a speech you 
made that was referred to by one of the witnesses in North York, in which 
you said, speaking of this incident at the Mansion House on the 2nd Decem- 
ber, if you are correctly reported—the unfortunate reporters appear to be a 
little inaccurate in reporting your speeches— ? 

A.—Do you not find that often 4 

Q.—No, not often. You are reported to have said— 

A.—What paper? 

Q. —The Star Weekly? 

A.—Oh, my God. 

Q.—“One of our men, with the view of being a good fellow had brought 
along a couple of bottles. I believe that whiskey was in them.”—did you 
say that,? 

A.—I certainly did not. That statement is absolutely and unqualifiedy 
false. 

Q.—You heard the evidence of the young man who swore to it? 

A.—That did not impress me at all. 

Q.—I am going back to something else; what was your motive in making 
the inquiries ? 

A.—To clean up the department. 

Q.—Did you make any representations to the department of the things 
that you discovered or that you thought you had discovered ? 

A.—I don’t know; I don’t think I did. 

Q.—Did you? 

A.—I do not remember of ever doing that. Would you expect it? 

Q.—No, I don’t think I would. Did you make any attempts to check 
up at the department any information you had received 4 

A.—I checked up in the Police Court records. 

Q.—Did you make any effort to check up in the Department any in- 
formation you received 4 

A.—I went to the fountain head. 

Q.—Did you make any attempt to check up at the department any of 
the information you had received about these men? 

A.—I put a great many questions on the order paper. 

Q.—And they were answered. You know Mr, Ayearst a good many 

ears ¢ 
4 A.—Yes. 

Q.—Appointed in 1906, and you know he was in general charge of the 
enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act ‘ 

A.—TI knew he was Chief Inspector. 

Q.—Did you have confidence in his honesty Q i 

A.—Well, now, I am not going to diseuss Mr. Ayearst ; I have not said 
a word against Mr. Ayearst ; I am not going to discuss him. 

Q.—We will leave that there. Did you go to Mr. Ayearst and make 
any inquiries of him! 

A.—I don’t think so. | | 

Q.—Did you go to him and tell him what had been told to you‘ 

A.—I don’t think so. 
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Q.—I am going to read the report in the Mail and Empire of what I 
understand to be your charge in this case, and I am going to call your at- 
tention before I read it to the fact that other newspapers in town, except 
the Telegram which contains a shorter report, have the same language almost 
word for word, so that if one reporter was mistaken I suppose three were 
mistaken—I read to you: “With full responsibility as a Member of this 
House I shall show that not only does the Attorney-General give employ- 
ment to thugs and criminals, but I say further with all the emphasis that I 
can command, that these men were kept and are being kept to-day by the 
Attorney-General, assisting him in the enforcement of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act’’—1is that charire true? 

A.—I would think so. 

Q.—Give me one name to support that charge ? 

A.—Flack. 

().—Give me another one? 

Mr. Frercuson: We have all heard the evidence. 

A.—I am going to give them to you; I am going to answer. 

Hon. Mr. Rangy:, Pardon me. 

A.—No. I am going to answer: Lloyd Gordon, McCutcheon, Phillips— 

Q.—Just wait, I want to give you your full statement. 

Mr. Nickie: Hold on now, Mr. Attorney-General, just wait; you 
asked a question and he has a right to answer. The Attorney-General asked 
a question and he allowed the witness to answer part of it, and he interjects 
right in the middle of the question another question; that is not fair play 

Mr. MacBripe: Let us have the answer. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: Give us your answer ? 

A.—Lloyd Gordon— 

Q.—I suppose the names vou gave a while ago? 

A.—I am going to answer your question: McCutcheon, Partridge, Na- 
than Slavin, Courian, Hallams, Stanley Nash, Martin, Flack, Shamnetz, 
Robinson, Norman C. Hayes, Budway, Jeffreys. Is that enough ? 

@.—Those men are all thugs and eriminals ? 

A.—They come under one or the other. 

@.—You are not sworn, the oath has not been administered_ to you? 

A.—Don’t try any of that stuff on me. 

Q.—You are answering I suppose as if you were under oath ? 

A.—Do not try that stuff on me. 

Q.—That all these men are either thugs or criminals? 

A.—You heard my answer. 

Q.—I am going to finish your statement to see if you will modify your 
answer: ‘With all responsibility as a Member of this House I shall show 
that not only does the Attorney-General give employment. to thugs and 
criminals, but I say further, with all the emphasis that I can bomdiands 
that these men are being kept to-day by the Attorney-General assisting’ tine 
in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act?—just bear your answer 
in mind—“I can quite understand,’ Mr. Lennox proceeds, “the adminiss 
trator of a department being deceived by his officials or his servants, that is 
inevitable: but I cannot conceive, nor will the public condone any Mohietes 
keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and have to his know- 
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ledge served terms, in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act,’ I 
eall your attention to the fact that your charge is not that persons of that 
character were employed, but that thugs and criminals were kept in the em- 
ployment of the department, kept in the employment of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral with knowledge on my part that they were thugs and criminals, and 
that you expressly except cases where the department may haye been im- 
posed upon—you gather the point now; will you tell me now what names 
answer the description of that charge ? 

A.—MeCutcheon, that Hammond swore you knew it. 

Q.—Give the names ? 

A.—Let me answer your question—don’t you think you have a magis- 
trate in the box—Hallams, Slavin, Budway, Flack, Stanley Nash, Martin— 
those at least. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: JI thought Hammond said all these things were 
reported to Mr. Middleton in your department ? 

A.—So he did. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: All what things? 

Hon. Mr. Frerctson: <All these irregularities of the men. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No, he said McCutcheon made his reports to the 
department in the absence of the Commissioner of Police, and when the Com- 
missioner of Police came back he referred McCutcheon’s report to Mr. 
Middleton for advice. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: I understand from Mr. Hammond that he sent 
copies of these reports to Myr. Middleton. That was the thing I asked you 
if we might see the other day, some of these reports. At the moment you 
said there was no objection; subsequently you wrote me a letter saying you 
had changed your mind. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: No, what you asked me was to see the evidence in 
the investigation conducted by— 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: That was one of them. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: These men whom you have mentioned, eight of 
them, McCutcheon, Hallams, Slavin, Budway, Flack, Stanley Nash, and 
Martin are men whom you now tell this committee were being employed at 
the time you made this speech ? 

A.—TI did not say that. : 

Q.— I say therefore with all the emphasis I can command that these 
men were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney-General assisting 
him jn the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act’’—do you say that 1s 


true of these men 4 

A.—Not of all of them. 

Q.—Of which ones is it true ¢ ; . 

A —TIt is true of Flack, of Martin, of Partridge. 

Q.—He is not on the list; T will put him on. 

A-—It is true of these three anyway. 

Q.—And those three men are all thugs, are they ? 
—yYou heard what I say. . 7 | | 

cheats they thugs or eriminals, which—please differentiate—McCut- 

oS ‘ ‘ . ° 12 
cheon. is he a thug or a crimina 
A—You Split to. know; you engaged him. 
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Q.—You are the man who is doing the talking, is McCutcheon a thug 
or a criminal é 

A.—yYou are not going to get very far that way. 

(.—You decline to say; is he one or the other / 

A.—Do you know the definition of a thug? If you do you will be 
able to say. 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: Surely, Mr. Attorney-General, the committee 
has heard the evidence and it is for them to say. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: We are getting the evidence from Mr. Lennox. At 
all events you say these men were all thugs or criminals ¢ 

A.—Thugs, criminals, or perjurers. 

Q.—You did not say anything about perjurers in your charge ‘ 

A.—I will make it stronger then— 

Mr. Nickie: Surely a perjurer is a criminal. 

Hon. Mr. Ranry: I am not arguing that with the Member for 
Kingston. 

Mr. Nicxie: I don’t think you would. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: You say that Flack and Martin and Partridge were 
in the employment of the department when you made the charge; would you 
call Partridge a thug? 

A.—I suppose a man who would beat an official up when he was re- 
presenting the government would not be called a gentleman. 

Q.—You heard the evidence, Partridge’s own evidence ? 

A.—I cannot say I did; I was not here. 

Q.—You heard the evidence of the Commissioner of Police? 

A.—I heard the evidence of the Commissioner of Police. 

Q.—That he had looked into the matter, and that the man ought to 
have another chance ? 

A.—Why did you not bring down the District Crown Attorney; that is 
the gentleman. 

Q.—I read his telegram. You still think he was a thug or a criminal? 

A.—yYou heard the evidence; it ig not for me to think; it is for the | 
public. 

Q.—It is for you to say whether your charge is true? 

A.—It is for the public to say. 

Q.—Is Partridge a thug or a criminal ? 

A.—You heard the evidence; I am willing to take my chances on the 
publie. 

Q.—Your other organ the Telegram puts your charge a little differently ¢ 

A.—You never did trust the Telegram, did you? 

Q.—“‘Not only has the Attorney-General given the work of enforcing 
the Ontario Temperance Act into the hands of thugs and criminals—these ~ 
same characters were kept and are being kept to-day by Mr. Raney assisting 
him in the working of the O.T.A., men who have been convicted and have 
served terms in jail to his knowledge’—-do you complain of the accuracy of 
that report 4 

A.—I cannot remember. 

Q.—Do you remember asking Partridge when he was in the witness 
stand if he was drunk when he assaulted the Crown Attorney ? 
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A.—I do not remember being here when Partridge gave his evidence. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: I asked him that I think. 

A.—But I do remember asking Partridge in the Police Court when he 
gave evidence whether he was drunk or not, and I know what I think he 
said, that he was not altogether sober. 

Q.—At the close of your speech in the House you wrote certain ques- 
tions which were in the nature of charges, and I am going to refer to some 
of these. You inquired, addressing me, “Did I lie when I said that two of 
the government spotters at Hamilton under oath admitted that they had been 
in jail for burning a barn and committing burglary ?’’—were those two men 
in the employment of the department when you made your charge? 

*  -A.—TI don’t know I am sure. 

@.—Yes vou do? 

A.—I would hope not; that is as far as I can go. 

Q.—You were told immediately after you made that charge that these 
men were immediately dismissed ? 

A.—I was told so many things in answers to my questions that were 
untrue that I accepted it with a little bit of hesitation. 

Q.—We are talking of this particular thing now, the facts were given 
to you that Lickers the man referred to, was employed by Mr. Sturdy, 
License Inspector ? 

A.—Given to me by whom? 

Q.—Given to you by me in the House? 

A.—After I made the charge 

Q.—You have repeated it to-day ¢ 

A.—I have repeated to-day that these men were in your employ, and I 
stick to it. 

Q.—The information conveyed to you was that Lickers was employed 
by Mr. Sturdy the License Inspector; Mr. Sturdy was a man appointed dur- 
ing the late Conservative regime, you know that? 

A.—I do not; I never heard of Mr. Sturdy in my life till the other day. 

Q.—I told you that? 

A.—He ought to be a good man. 

Q.—Mr. Flavelle told you on oath that he had examined this man 
Lickers and thought he was a good man, and sent him over; afterwards it 
transpired he had been guilty of these offences ? 

A.— How does that affect the statement I have made, that he was in 
your employ, and he had burned a barn and had committed highway robbery ? 

Q.—It affects very much your statement, which is the real charge, as 
you yourself put it, that the department was knowingly employing thugs and 
criminals ? 

A —This man Lickers? Was any reference made to Lickers? 

Q.—You heard Mr. Flavelle’s statement of the precautions that were 

cen i loying Lickers ? 
ent Re toes not get away from the fact that you employed this man 
after he had committed arson and committed highway robbery. 1 
Q.—It is the fact that the department did not know he was guilty of 
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A.—I did not say the department did know about this man. I have 
given a list of thirty-five or forty criminals. 

Q.—You said this man was known— 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: Surely if there were two public records of con- 
viction the department could not have made much inquiry. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: At all events this man Lickers having been em- 
ployed by Sturdy with the approval of Mr. Flavelle, two officers appointed 
under the late government, do you see any ground for criticizing this de- 
partment ? 

A.—I can only repeat what I said, that in your employ in the enforcing 
of the Ontario Temperance Act at Hamilton you had a man or two men 
who had committed arson and who had committed highway robbery, and I 
repeat that. 

Q.—Did vou say in your address that these men had been dismissed, 
or this man had been dismissed when the fact was known 4 

A.—I would suppose that notwithstanding the criticism that could be 

offered to your department that you would not be guilty of keeping a man 
of that character after you found it out. 
— Q.--I would suppose so too. Your next charge was: “Did I, to the public 
say what was true when I charged a stool pigeon by the name of McCoy 
with being drunk on the train, brandishing a revolver, and driving the pas- 
sengers from the car at Hamilton, and who was afterwards convicted”—was 
that charge true? 

A.—I think so; you admitted it yourself. | 

Q.—No, I did not? 

A.—You said he had been fined $100, and you had given it to him 
back because he was such a decent fellow. 1 

Q.—“Did I to the public say what was true when I charged a stool 
pigeon by the name of McCoy, with being drunk on the train, brandishing a 
revolver, and driving the passengers from the car at Hamilton, and who was 
afterwards convicted”—where did you get your information ? 


A.=-OFf that ? 


Q.—Yes ? 
A.—I guess from the press. 
Q.—Oh, no. 


A.—I am not sure about that. 

@.—You don’t know where you got it from? 

A.—I either got it from the press or I got it as the result of the in- 
vestigation made by my student at Hamilton. I don’t know which, but as 
a matter of fact— | 

Q.—This is a serious charge you are making against this man ¢ 

A.—It is so serious that he was convicted and fined $100. 

@.—For having a revolver in his possession; but it transpired that it 
was a German souvenir? — 

A.—When he was coming up I suppose in» order to make it a little 
easier you remitted hig fine. 

Q.—The Magistrate remitted the fine on representation from Sarvis? 

A.—Who is Mr. Sarvis? Is that the provincial officer ¢ 

Q.—Yes ! 
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Hon. Mr..Ranzey: You went on in your statement to the House speak- 
ing of this man McCoy, you said; “A man who has, since that occasion, gone 
into court and has been responsible through his oath for the confining of a 
number of citizens of this province’—give me one? 

A.—I never made the statement. 





P @.—What ? 

. A.—Do not scare me, please. That is most unkind of vou. 
Q.—You deny the statement ? 

VBS. 


Q.—Because the Members of the Committee heard you? 

A.—Do not try to bulldoze me. 

, Q.—‘A man who has, since that occasion, gone into court, and has been re- 

sponsible through his oath for the confining of a number of citizens of this 
province’’— ¢ 

AI say I did not say it, but I have no doubt it is true. 

: ().—Here is your own Mail and Himpire report— 

( A.—First thing we know you will be subscribing for the paper. 

Q.—‘Yet for two months after that he drew pay”’—was that true? 

i A.—I think so, but you will be able to tell me that. 

@.—I tell von it is not true. 

: A.—Good. How long was it after that took place that he was dis- 

_ charged ! | . 

( Q.—About three weeks later; the matter was being investigated. “And 

was one of the confidential and trusted agents of the Attorney-General ?” 

§ A.—Do not you trust them all, otherwise you wonld not engage them. 

Q.—“A man who has since that occasion gone into court and has been 
responsible through his oath for the confining of a number of citizens of 
b: this province”—you say you did not say it ¢ 
iN A.—I did not, as you know quite well I did not say it. 

Q.—We will get back to the questions: “Did I to the publie say what. 
was true when I charged a stool pigeon”—you are aware this was a returned 
soldier ¢ : 

A.—Are you trying to get sentiment in on this thing, or do you want 
this investigation to go on in an ordinary way ? 

Q.—Why did you call him a stool pigeon 7 

A.—Read your questions; don’t try any funny business with me. | * 

Q.—“‘A stool pigeon by the name of MeCoy being drunk on the train 
—who told you he was drunk on the train! y 

A.—It does not make any difference who it was; that is the fact. 

Q.—Who told you he brandished a revolver ? 

A-—T do not remember. The Committee are not interested in who 
told me; they are interested in whether it 1s true or not. You stick down 
to what the public are interested in. 

Q.—What information did you have that McCoy drove the passengers 
from the car? , | 

A.—That is my business. The Committee are not the body interested 
in where I get the information, but the public are interested in whether. the 
statement I made was true or untrue. Do you remember the other day when: 
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you would not reveal the identity of the mysterious man who put the whiskey 
at Sutton because it was against the public weal and against the Act ? 

Q.—It is not against the public weal that you should give the com- 
mittee the sources of information, which cannot be personal information 
to you? 

A.—No matter where I got it, if I got. it. 

Hon. Mr. Frrcuson: Why should it make any difference ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Another charge you made: “Will you stand up in 
your place in the House and deny that two of your spotters got a fifteen- 
year-old boy to buy two bottles of whiskey and then made this fifteen-year- 
old boy taste whiskey for the first time in his life at Collingwood?’ Do you 
still affirm that is true? 

A.—Yes, you bet I do. 

Q.—Notwithstanding the evidence of Fielding? 

A.—TI have the evidence before me, and he got a conviction. The evi- 
dence is he did get drunk, and the evidence is he was fined for being drunk, 


and the evidence is he was under sixteen years of age, and the evidence is © 


he was tried in the Juvenile Court and as a result of your men going to 
Collingwood he was fined $20 and costs. 

@.—You are aware he was fined because he would not give the name 
of the party from whom he bought the liquor? 

A.—That is not the conviction. 

Mr. Nickie: Was he fined for being drunk ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: He. was fined for being drunk, but he would not, I 
presume, have been prosecuted at all if he gave the information where he 
got the liquor. 

Mr. Nickie: He was fined for being drunk? 

How. Mr. Raney») Yes. 


Hon. Peter Smrru: Was the charge made by Mr. Lennox in the 


House that this boy was furnished with liquor— 


A.—The boy, upon the evidence, procured the liquor for these two spot- 


ters, the boy swears that they gave him liquor out of those bottles, the day 
the boy bought the liquor he was found drunk and was convicted. If you do 
not think they gave it to him, all right. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: The only evidence -before the committee was the 
evidence of Fielding? 

A.—I have the evidence here. 

Q.—“Will you to the people of this province say that Police Magis- 
trate Fraser lied when he announced at Niagara Falls a short time ago the 
witnesses provided by you were jailbirds, one having been tried for murder 
and having served a term in jail?’ That was repeated again. You were 
told in the House that this man was employed by Ferris, the License In- 


spector over there, an appointee of the late government, without consulation — 


with the Department, and was shortly afterwards dismissed. Do you blame 


the Department for that? 
A.—I am not blaming anybody; I am leaving the public to do the 

blaming. Do you say it is not true; that is the point ? 
().—It is not true he was kept on afterwards? 


as 


a be Pitt aa 












ae 


GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 823 


A.—Is it true that a man charged with murder, and jailbirds were em- 


_ ployed by the department at Welland? That is what the public are in- 
terested in. 


Q.—The man referred to in this charge was employed by License In- 
spector Ferris of Niagara Falls without having taken sufficient precautions: 
to ascertain his previous record. As soon as the facts were known the man 
was dismissed, and subsequently Ferris himself, who was an appointee of 
the late Conservative government, was dismissed for offensive partizanship 
and other irregularities. 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: Is not the gravamen of the charge that that class 
of man was employed in enforcing the law ? 

A.—TIs not that true, that question ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: It does not support your charge. 

A.—Would you read this specific question again ? 

Q.— “Will you to the people of this province say that Police Magistrate 
Fraser lied when he announced at Niagara Falls a short time ago that the 
witnesses provided by you were jailbirds, one having been tried for murder 
and having served a term in jail?” 
| A.—Do you deny that ? 

Hon. Mr. Ferevuson: Who pays these fellows? 

A.—Do you deny it? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Yes, he was not employed by me. 

A.—By your Department ! 

Q.—He was not employed by the Department. 

A.—Whose money did these men get? 

Q.—Another charge: “Will you deny that Stanley and William Hallam 
not only assaulted and burglarized one of Windsor’s citizens on the 14th 
September, 1920 and stole eighty cases of liquor and one of them was re- 
tained by you as a trusted servant” —I infer that your purpose was to charge 
that they were kept in the employment of the department after their con- 
viction ? 

A.—No, my purpose was to show that these two men while acting with 
Mr. Spracklin in the enforcement of the Act down near Windsor had them- 
selves criminally assaulted a man in his cellar, and that they had stolen 


eighty cases of liquor. Do you deny that‘ 

Q.—No— ? Nor 

A.—That they remained in the Department nearly two months aiter 

Q.—Not after their conviction ! 

A.—I am not speaking of their conviction. | 

Q.—“Stole eighty cases of liquor, and one of them was retained by you 
as a trusted servant”—the answer is this, the charge against the Department 
in this case is contained in the last two lines. The charge is false. It. is 
true that these men were convicted of having stolen a quantity ot liquor 
on the date stated. Their guilt was however not discovered until months 
after the termination of their employment with the department, which was 
in the case of one of them in September 1920, and in the case of the other 


October 1920. They were convicted in June 1921. : 
A.—That is not the point at all; the point is you had these men in your 


employ. 
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@.—If you say that the point is that they were employed by the de- 
partment, what do you make of your own statement that you “ean under- 
stand an administrator of a department being deceived by his officials and 
servants. ‘That is inevitable; but I cannot conceive, nor will the public con- 
done, any Minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and 
served terms to his knowledge, in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
Awet.44 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: You would not keep them if vou knew they were 
that type of men ? 

Hon. Mr.- Raney: We did not. 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: They were working there, and they were that 
class of men. 

Hon. Mr. Ranney: The charge is we kept them knowing they were that 
class of men. Another of your charges was: “Will you deny, that one of 
the most miserable creations of life’—that is Stagg—‘‘was-in your employ at 
Cochrane and criminally assaulted two young girls.’ You heard the evi- 
dence of Detective Blackwell and of Inspector Moore; do you repeat that 
charge, now, having heard their evidence ? 

A.—I do; and if you will look on your files and read your correspon- 
dence which I thought I had here with me, but which I have not, and read 
the press at that time you will find that it was the most diabolical assault 
that could possibly be committed. 

Q.—You have heard the evidence of these two men upon this? 

A.—Those two men do not know anything about it; they were not 
present. 

Q.—That they had investigated the matter and concluded it was a 
frame-up ? 

A.—TI daresay the officers would not care to investigate to be able to 
come down here and say it was true. 

().—Here is another of your charges 

Mr. Harr: Does the Honourable Member suggest these witnesses were 
deliberately lying to this Committee ? 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: Certainly ? 

Mr. Hari: Tf they were, and the Committee thinks so, is there any 
way of punishing these men for lying to this Committee ? 

A.—What I said was that they were not in a position to know; how 
could they tell whether this man assaulted these girls or not 2 

Mr. Hari: You said they would not tell? 

A.—-I said nothing of the kind. 

Q.—They would not be likely to tell? 

A.—Nothing of the kind. 

Hon. Mr. Ranny: Another of your charges: “Will you say that a man 
by the name of Lentz, a German spy, was not engaged by. your department 
and induced a young veteran by the name of Cote at Cobalt to become a 





e 


ceriminal? Do you still say that is true? 
A.—J think so. 
(.—Should you call Lentz a German spy?’ 
A.—That was in the press, and you should have seen it. TI saw it. 
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Q.—Was he called a German spy 4 

A.—He was called a German spy in the press. 

Q.—That was enough for you? 

A.—I don’t think it is very far astray, and if you also read the press 
you would see that the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Cobalt 
took the matter up and they paid his fine. 

Q.—Let me tell you that charge is false? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Nicxztr: Which charge? 

Hon. Mr. Ranzy: The whole charge is false. The only foundation for 
the charge is that Lentz who was employed by Inspector Blackwell of Coch- 
rane for two or three weeks in 1921 was a German by lineage. He was born 
in Renfrew County, Ontario, where his people had lived for twenty years 
before his birth— 

A.—Why do you say the charge is false merely because you read some- 
thing; why do not you bring your evidence ? 

Q.—Cote, who was convicted on his evidence was a man with a bad 
record, having been convicted previously of house breaking ? 

A.—That is not evidence you are reading. 

Q.—Cote appealed to the Lieutenant-Governor in Council for a remis- 
sion of penalty and Mr. Flavelle reported against his application ? 

A.—That is all nonsense, reading that. 

- Flow. Mr. Ranzy: Mr. Lennox is here to prove his charges. What 
evidence has he submitted to the committee in proof of that charge ¢, 

Then your next charge: “Will you deny that a man by the name of 
Webb, alias West, soaked with drink in the King Edward Hotel at Guelph, 
after having read the notes of two other spotters, swore to what they said 2?” 
-—are you still making that charge! ) 

A.—No, I must modify that, that 1s the one charge that I think should 
be modified; the offence is just as great, but the wording may be a little un- 
fortunate. According to the evidence McCutcheon: swore that these men 
had taken his notes and also taken the note of Meek and was going to use them 
at the trial, but that Reinhart had given Meck $1200 for his notes and this 
fellow’s and consequently there was no conviction. 

Q.—Another of your charges was that Reinhart had paid Wood $1,200 ¢ 

A,—It was not denied. ; 

Q.—Were you told that that case went to court and that Wood was fined 


$1,000? 
A.—Reinhart ? 
Q.— Yes ? 


A.—Onlv one out of eight or ten; you don’t mean to suggest it was all 
Reinhart’s money $ 

Q.—Now, we come to North York ? 

A.—I am more at home there. — ¥ a 

Q.—“TI am not surprised, nor will the public be amazed”—you said in 
your speech—‘“that that was 2 frame or an endeavour to frame ae 
wd . ° ° Ye . . n— 
strong and myself’—that 1s finding the whiskey aN a ee in . aa 
“When one of the men who represented you, Mr. Attorney-General, wo 
d. as Fielding did, and there engage an eighteen-year-old 
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boy to purchase liquor and then have him arrested, when this man named 
Smythe, your other operator, was one who would steal from the government, 
liquor that was seized’’—do you still say that is true ¢ 

A.—I certainly say if the evidence of Budway is to be believed it is 
absolutely true. 

Q.—Budway did not say he stole it? 

A.—He said he took it. 

Q.—For evidence, he said ? 

A.— Yes, took it. 

_ Q.—Do you think they could put it over in that way when the whole 
cargo has to be shipped to the department, and all they have to do is to take 
a bottle that day. 

(.—“When men of that type are in the employ of the government I 
think perhaps the better element of the people of the province will not doubt 
me when I say that the liquor that was seized in the room at Sutton was 
brought there by them”— ? 

A.—I have not the slightest doubt about it, and I don’t think you have. 

Q.—“And I am not sure you did not know it”—are you still charging 
that ? 

A.—It looks like it when you won’t let us have the name of that mys- 
terious man. You give me the name of that mysterious man and I will 
be able to relieve you probably of any personal connection. 

Q.—I do not ask you to relieve me. Who was campaigning with you 
in North York last election ? 

A.—A number of people. 

@.—Was Dr. Preston ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you buy liquor at the dispensaries just before the North York 
raid ¢ : 

A.—You produced two scrips of two quarts in three months, but I think 
there must be more. 

Q.—How many did you get during the month of November and 
December ¢ 

A.—TI only got two, but I am ashamed of myself. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Are we going into this kind of thing? Surely, 
surely. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Yes, I think so. 

Hon. Mr. Fereuson: In the first place I understand. these were con- 
fidential ? | ) 

A.—If a doctor revealed this he would be up before the Medical 
Council. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: If he issued a prescription that is contrary to law 
he may be up before the Police Magistrate and the man who induced him to: 
give the prescription by false pretences would be there too? 

A.—I suppose so, but it never occurs, 

Hon, Mr. Frrevuson: Let us be reasonable. How does Mr. Lennox’s 
domestic affairs or private affairs affect the matter we are investigating 2. 
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Hon. Mr. Raney: I will tell you— 


Hon. Mr. Frrevson: Are we going to resort to that kind of thing be- 
fore the Committee ? 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I will tell you how it affects the whole case. Mr. 
Lennox stands in his place on the floor of the Legislature, and he accuses 
two officers of my department of framing this meeting in the Sutton hotel 
by taking whiskey into the hotel, which he may or may not know to be false; 
he makes that accusation at all events, and he closed his accusation by the 
statement that he is not sure that I did not know of it, that these men had 
framed this in Sutton ? 

A.—Give me the name of the mysterious man. 
| Hon. Mr. Fereuson: You have said you did not know of it, and that 
ends that surely. . 

Hon. Mr. Raney: If Mr. Lennox will now withdraw the whole of that 
statement I will drop it. 

A.—I certainly will not withdraw the whole of it, but if you say you 
did not know anything about it I will accept your word, but not the other, 
because I am more convinced to-day than I ever was that it was a frame-up. 

Q.—Then it will not be withdrawn. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: Let us get away from personalities. 

Hon. Mr. Raney: Yes; it is not only a personality for Mr. Lennox 
to accuse me of having knowledge of a frame-up, but it is a personality for 
him to accuse two of my officers to have deliberately made a frame-up ? 

A.—I have produced the evidence; it is for the public to say. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: I am sure this committee does not want to hear 
anybody’s personal affairs. Mr. Lennox said he was not sure you did not 
Know something of the frame-up, and you have said you did not know any- 
thing about it, and Mr. Lennox has said “I accept your statement,” does 
not that end it? 

' Hon. Mr. Ranzy: I don’t think I ever said I did not know of it. I 
do not propose to deny it—perhaps I may have said so at this meeting. Does 
Mr. Lennox withdraw this charge? | 

A.—Certainly not, excepting the part that refers to you; you having 
said you did not know anything about it I accept your statement. ; 

Q.—Did the young man who was in trouble with the department before, 
assist you to get liquor from dispensaries ? 

A.—I don’t know. 

Q.—What ? 

A.—Damn it, I cannot remember all people who help me to get liquor 

rom dispensaries; I make no bones about taking a drink. I don’t think 

rou do me justice, because I think I got more. ¥ 
Q.—Do you make any bones about going to dispensaries to get whiskey 

vhen you want it? 

» A.—No, when IJ need it, and only when I need it. 

Mr. MacBrive: What real difference does it make fe pe aaa 

thether Mr. Lennox had got ten or one hundred prescriptions? It has no con 


ection. 
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A.—Not only that; he has invaded the sanctity of my home; when my wife | 
required ale, cannot go out, and it is prescribed for her, and in order to defend | 
himself he goes into the sanctity of my own home. q 

Q.—Do you recall going in the car to the dispensary, and your chauffeur — 
being delayed longer than you expected ! . . 

A.—I do. 

Q.—And saying you had a meeting to attend in Sutton % 

A.—No. I recall it; 1t was a very very cold day, and I was not well, and — 
I think Dr. Preston was probably with me at that time, and he went in to get 
the prescription. We waited there I should say probably 15 or 20 minutes, 4 
and I was getting hot under the collar, because I had to drive some distance, © 
and I went in, and it was said it was not the doctor’s signature, and then the ’ 
girl afterwards said that she took it for another name; and she filled it. I said] 
=n the heat of the moment “If you cannot read these signatures better than that™ 
they ought to get somebody else here; T am going to write to the department.” 
You spoke about Sutton; I was not at or near Sutton that night; I was at a7 
meeting at a place miles and miles from Sutton, so that if any person says” 
that I wanted that to.go to Sutton, on the 24th November, it is absolutely untrue.» 

Hox. Mr. Raney: Don’t you know whether the liquor that was found: 


at Sutton came from the dispensaries ¢ 

A.—No, but I could think you could easily find out; if I am rightly in- 
formed if I send in to a dispensary for a bottle of G. & W. Special a record: 
-s made of that, so that you know whether I get it, J am told you can find 
whether I get G. & W. Special or Seotch or Corby’s—the simplest thing in 
the world to be done if, you wanted to. be fair to me, would be t@ 
have gone down to the dispensary and have found out what brand of 
liquor I got that day, if it was Corby’s—I never drank it in my life, I don’t 
think so but if it was Corby’s that would be pretty strong evidence. If it was 
G: & W. Special, which is my favorite drink when I drink, which is not often 
then you would know you had it in your power to find out whether it was. 


G. & W. I got or Corby’s. 
Hon. Mr. Raney: It does not follow that the liquor you got that day 


went to Sutton ? | 
A.—Do you mean to tell me my constituents don’t know me well enough) 
got it filled on the 24th Nevember that I would have it 


to. know that if I 
unopened on the 2nd of December ? 2 
Q.—Was there a man named Knowles, Chick Knowles at that party at 


Sutton that night ? 
A.—I don’t think so; he was not in the room anyway. ‘ 
How. Mr. Rayuy: It is getting on to half past one; I don’t want to close 
to-day ¢ ft 
\.—-Then I propose to call some witnesses. a 


Hon. Mr. Fercuson: I want to get some evidence before this Committet 
some time, I have had witnesses subpoenaed for weeks. i 
Mr. Nicxiz=: Could we clear up that point about the liquor at Sutton 
Hom: Mz. Rawsy?))t am not charging that that particular lquor wen | 


to Sutton. It is only the opportunity, the suggestion as to the source of supply 
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Mr. Nicxiz: Have we got that cleared up this far, that Mr. Lennox 
withdraws the charge as against your knowing anything of it, and you are 
not suggesting that he took the liquor to Sutton; have we got that far? 

| Hon. Mr. Raney: I am not suggesting anything about it. 
Hon Mr. Ferauson: Why go into these other things? 
Hon. Mr. Raney: Then I think I can close in two or three m 


nutes. 
You raised the case of a man named Andrews at Cobourg ? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—You were aware that our ‘friend Donovan recommended that man 
to the Department ? 


__ * A.—You said so; I have not any doubt. I may say this, I spoke to Mr. 
Donovan only yesterday, met him on the street, and if you look at his testi- 
“tnonial there what he told me was, he said it was reported to him that he was 
a respectable man, and being a returned soldier he took it for granted. 
| Q.—Do you think there was any reason for criticizing the department 
for the employment of that man ? 
_ . A.—yYes, a man that had been in Burwash immediately prior ? 
Q.—We did not know it, and we had Mr. Donovan’s certificate ? 
A.—I don’t think it was any use. 
Mr. Nicxtn: Then is this particular inquiry finished 2 
Tun Carman: I am assuming so. The Attorney General is through. 
} The Committee adjourned at 1.80 P.M. until Thursday next, June Ist, 
1922, at 9.30 A.M, 
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‘t PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


4 The Committee met at 9.30 am. June 1, 1922, with Mr. Edgar Watson in 
the chair. 
ie Mr. Watxrr:—Mr. Chairman, I have a resolution which I would like to 
read just before the committee proceeds with other business. 
It Moved by myself, seconded by Mr. Hall;— | ‘ 
b “Tuar Wuereas Mr. T. H. Lennox, Member for North York in the 
?rovincial Legislature made certain charges on the Floor of the House against 
he Honourable the Attorney General in the enforcement of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act, the main charge being made in the following words, as reported in 
the Mail and Empire newspaper of April 7, 1922 a | 
_ “With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show, that 
Sot only does the Attorney General give employment to thugs and criminals, 
but I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, that these men 
ic kept and are being kept today by the Attorney General assisting him in 
e enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act oI can quite understand the 
Iministrator of a Department being deceived by his officials and servants, 
at is inevitable; but I cannot conceive nor will the public condone any 
Minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and: served 
ferms to his knowledge in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Acti: 
| ‘“Anp WHEREAS we, the members of the Public Ait finer 
Pe oimncial Legislature after hearing the evidence submitted by the Member 
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for North York and by the Honourable the Attorney General are of the opin- 
‘on that no evidence has been produced to prove the said charge, but that on the 
contrary, the Honourable the Attorney General has proved by his own and other 
evidence including the production of numerous memoranda of instructions 
and letters, that he has taken every precaution to see that only men of good 
record are employed in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. 


“TyeREFORE, this Public Accounts Committee hereby expresses implicit — 


confidence in the Honourable the Attorney General and in his administration 
of the Ontario Temperance Act. 


“And this Committee hereby authorizes and instructs the Chairman to — 


embody a copy of this Resolution in his report to the House.” 
“Toronto, June Ist, 1922.” 


Mr, Watxer: Now, in connection with this resolution, the Committee ; 
not being all present, 1t was thought wise to also move by myself, seconded by — 


Mr. Widdifield: 


“That the Committee suspend all other business at the hour of 11 o’clock j 


to-day for consideration of the attached resolution.” 


Mr. Frrovson:—Surely the Committee is not going to make itself ridi- : 
culous. That is a most unheard of thing. Mr. Chairman, why should this | 
committee decide now that it will interfere with its business at the hour of 4 
11 o'clock? We may be in the midst of most important business. I have no - 
objection to the Attorney General getting any consolation or whitewash he 


ean out of any resolution this committee may pass. 
Mr. Raney: Insulting as usual. 


Mr. FERGUSON: But the resolution does not express the fact, in my 


opinion. 
Mr. Warxer: Vote against it then. 
Mr. Raney: Well, vote against it. 
Mr. Ferauson: Don’t be so impetuous. | 
Mr. Raney: Don’t start off so early in the morning by being insulting. a 
Mr. Fercuson: Id rather you would be facetious. I have never known. 
a Member of a Government to come in and ask the Committee to give him 
a certificate of character under these circumstances. Everybody realizes the 
evavamen ot the whole situation was, that Mr. Lennox made certain allegations, 
that improper methods were used in the enforcement of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act. I think the evidence has been overwhelming to show that. The 
Attorney-General has admitted, himself, that this is the fact. He has not only 
stated here that if he had known such things he would not have employed 
such men. He has gone further; he has produced a memorandum from him- 
self to the Commissioner of Police admitting that many of these men have 
fallen. 1 think the public generally will say that Mr. Lennox has amply 
proven his allegations. 3 4 
But if the Committee chooses to take that position and allow itself to 
be made use of in this way, of course, with all the Ministers of the Crown) 
here, and the majority of the Committee chosen by the Government, there’ 
4s no doubt you will easily get the certificate you are looking for, but. I do. 
think that if I were in your position I wouid be prepared to leave the 
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evidence to the publigé, if you are so sure of your position as that, rather 
than attempt to have it bolstered up by a resolution of this character. It looks 
to me very much like a drowning man grasping at something pretty nearly 
the size ot a straw. After all, this whole thing will have to be threshed out 
before the public, and the public will decide whether Mr. Lennox’s alleea- 
tions have been justified or not. i 

Mr. Harr: Well, the public are not trying this case. 

Mr. Frercuson: The public are. 

Mr. Harz: Not at this period. 

Mr. Frercuson: The function of this Committe is to take evidence ana 
report it to the House. The function of the Committee is to give a report 
to the House. Every committee of the House has delegated to it certain 
duties, and report to the House, and then the House, if it chooses, can pass 
a resolution, or the public can thresh it out afterwards. But for the Com- 
mittee to undertake to reach a conclusion and pass a resolution of this 
character is most unique, and an unusual position, if it is not unprecedented 
altogether. I have no doubt it is being done at the behest of the Attorney- 
General and done by special arrangement. 

Mr. Hatz: A, point of order. The Attorney-General did know no- 
thing whatever of this resolution. If anybody is responsible for this resolu- 
tion I have as much responsibility as any man in this House. And [I as- 
sume all the responsibility that I have taken without apologies. 

Mr. Frreuson: The Attorney-General is exceedingly anxious that it 
should be passed. | 

Mr. Haru: I don’t know that. 

Mr. Feravuson: The Attorney-General is exceedingly anxious that it 
should be passed. He has pretty well lined up the Government to see that it 


is done here this morning. 


Mr. Warxer: That is making charges for which there is no ground. 

Mr. Frereuson: I am making observations that are quite apparent te 
anybody. If passing this will bring any consolation or sleep to the restless 
nights of the Attorney-General he is welcome, but it won’t heip him very 
much with the public. It seems to me that the pubhe will look on this as 
an attempt to pull himself up by his own boot tops. The thing is unpre- 
eedented and unusual, and making use of the Committee for something that 
is foreign to its function. 

Mn. Wartxer: We are just asking that the resolution be considered at 
eleven o'clock. That procedure is often followed. 

Mr. Suvcuarr: Surely you are entitled to discuss a motion in Committee: 
T don’t see that it makes any difference whether at 11 o’clock, 10.45 or 10.50. 
T have been a member of the Public Accounts Committee, this is the sixth 
session of Parliament, and I have never seen anything just like this. Of 


¢ ‘ $ ~ 2 = Ay > hye rac z ye ; i a 
course as we get older we see different things. We see progress along different 


lines. and this is the newest of the new this morning, to my mind, brought 
Before the Public Accounts Committee. I have sat through the different 


sessions of this’ Committee day by day as often as I could be here and I 
always took it the fu 


x : 1 AM 
netion of the members of the Public Accounts Committec 


was to sit here, hear the evidence, and, as anything came along, ask a question 
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to try and bring out further evidence. I have never thought its function 
was a jury’s function, to find guilty or not guilty, and bring in some kind of 
verdict, and it does seem to me that this is a very new proceeding. 


Surely the Public Accounts Committee meets here to investigate public 
accounts of the Province, so evidence may be brought out and so that the 
public of the whole Province may have before it these facts. ‘They are the 
ones to judge, and surely we as members of the legislature are not going 
to say that certain charges are proved or not proved. It is not what we 
are here for. We are here to get out the evidence and it is for the public 
to decide. As far as any parliamentary party Public Accounts Committee 
verdict goes it is not worth a hill of beans with the leaves off, because we 
all know how the vote is got, how it is going to be got this morning, and 
it is not going to be got on the independent judgment of men here, but 
on a party basis, and that is all there is to it and all it means. to the 
Province of Ontario. 


It certainly is a matter of regret to me to know that things have been 
happening under the Ontario Temperance Act, as have been happening 
throughout the Province. I am not here to find fault with the O.T.A. or 
its operation or anything of the kind. It is a difficult Act to enforce, any- 
body knows, but it does seem to me, listening to the evidence that has been 
given, that there are certain fellows who have been operating under the 


Government for the Ontario Temperance Act, that would not make very — 


good fellows around the Communion table on Sunday. I’d be rather sus- 
picious of their qualifications in a well organized church or anything of 
that kind, to put it mildly. And, talking to men on the street, people whom 


you meet from day to day, I can tell this Committee that there seems to be a_ 
fairly strong bit of public opinion, that seems to think, that the charges — 


which Mr. Lennox has made have been pretty well substantiated, and it 
doesn’t make much difference whether this committee finds, that one small 


section of something that Mr. Lennox says in the House, that he fell down or ~ 


not. I listened to the resolution. It only deals with a small portion of the whole 
matter, and it is not getting at the heart of the situation. 


Now, surely, what is to be gained by investigation such as this is, that in 


the years to come in the operation of the Ontario Temperance Act that a- 


better class of men will be employed than have been employed, because we 
cannot deny the facts here that men have been employed that certainly were 
not fit to operate this Act or any other Act, and I for one certainly am sorry 
as a member of this Committee, to see a resolution such as this brought in, 
plainly for the purposes for which it is being brought in. Anybody knows 
it is brought in for the one purpose and one purpose only. Now we are not 
surely, as members of the Public Accounts Committee, members of this 
Legislature, going to stultify ourselves, going to make ourselves the laugh- 
ing stock before the public by putting through any such resolution as this 
to-day, and I would certainly urge the mover and seconder of this resolution 


to consider carefully whether they should not withdraw the resolution now, — 


and leave the matter to the same judgment of the people, and if there have 
been irregularities in the past, I am sure the Attorney-General and the 


License Department will see in the years to come in the operation of this 
4 
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Act that this class of men are not employed, and it may be beneficial to the 
Province to have an investigation such as this to show the possibilities of 
men getting into the employ such as have been employed. 

Surely we, a few men gathered here, are not going to be able to hand 
out to the Province of Ontario a dictum that will put an end forever to all 
question of whether what Mr. Lennox said was true or was not true. We 
cannot do it, and we might just as well calmly meet the situation and -not 
try to do it. The public have got their own opinions and are forming their 
own judgments. They have read the evidence and they are in just as 
good a position to pass on this situation as we are, and so, I say, we should 
uot here this morning put ourselves in this position as a Committee of pass- 
‘Ing a judgment on one small portion of the lengthy matter that has been 
before the Committee, because apparently the mover and seconder of the 
resolution have examined very carefully to just get one section of it. 

Now I must congratulate the mover and  seconder not being legal gentle- 
men, on the ability they showed in drafting that resolution, by themselves, 
without any outside influence, without assistance from anybody else, although 
I saw men, I think, who are members of the Law Society leaning over their 
shoulders coaching them as to how they should bring in the resolution. How- 
ever, as they have brought in the resolution off their own bat, I feel all the 


“more constrained to advise them to consider carefully whether they should 


not withdraw this resolution which they have of their own volition 
and without any outside influence, and without any suggestion from 
anybody else, brought in here. Now it is an important enough matter, I 
would say to these two gentlemen in Committee, that they should consult 
someone else before they put it before the Committee, and before they force 
it to a vote. 

I say again, Mr. Chairman, I congratulate them for the skill and ability 
shown in their drafting, and for picking out the section which they did pick 
out, and certainly they have shown a great deal of ability in skating on 
thin ice and avoiding the large holes in the ice. 

I just wish to put myself on record as a member of the Public Accounts 
Committee as not being in opposition to the Ontario Temperance Act. or 
‘the principle of the Ontario Temperance Act. I say that it is a matter of 
‘regret to me to learn that such things have been going on. I must say that 
although practising law I had no idea such things as this were going on, 
Decause since I have become a member of the Legislature I have refused to 
‘my own disadvantage to have anything to do with defending Ontario Temper- 
‘ance Act cases in the the Police Court. It is one of our laws and it 1s one 
our laws that we should try to enforce, and it is a matter of surprise 
‘to me, I say, to know that conditions have got as bad as they are. But I 
Have said it often in conversation with men, and I say it here before the 
‘Committee, that it is not a position, the position of enforcing the Act, the 
‘spotters’ position, is not a position that goes to the church leaders and men 
of that kind, and there were very many difficulties, I know, I can imagine, 
that the Attorney-General, in the. enforcing of this Act i 
Mr. Harz: I do not happen to be a church leader nor do I happen to be 
a member of the legal fraternity. 

Mr. Srxciatr: Did you draw it up? 
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Mr. Harz: But I think I have common sense, and when the Lord gave 
me common sense he gave me this common sense to use, and I disclaim that 
any legal gentleman assisted me in regard to this resolution. J disclaim 
it. I have not had one word with any legal gentleman, much less Mr. Raney 
on this question. 

Mr. Sixcriarr: Did you draw it up? 

Mr. Hat: I assisted in it. 

Mr. Srycuarz: Who else ? | 

Mr. Haru: The mover, right here. | 

Mr. Srycrarzr: You two gentlemen alone? Nobody eise¢ 

Mr. Hatt: It is all right if it is presentable. We have no charges to 
make. We are not making any charges for our resolution. But I do wish 
to state my case, seeing I have been brought into this matter | 

*' Under the protection of his seat in the House the honorable member 
for North York made certain statements. He made positive statements, 
charging positive charges, charging that such and such things had been going | 
on in connection with the Attorney-General’s Department, with his know- | 
ledge, with his personal knowledge, and I suppose I may say, and approval, | 
‘because if he had this knowledge no sane man having this knowledge would | 
‘permit the system to go on in the way it is reported to have gone on and not | 
antervened. | 

But we find from the evidence that as soon as anything turned up which) 
Jed him to believe there was anything crooked going on in any department | 
he at once intervened and had discharged those people from the service of| 
the Government. And this charge, I maintain, has not been maintained. | 
A distinct positive charge was made against the Attorney General of Ontario 
and it was not brought out that he was guilty by any means. Jt has not’ 
been shown by the evidence adduced by Mr. Lennox, who admits that he, 
had these bootleggers, that he was in close communion with these bootleggers, 
that he had them calling at his office, discussing this matter, getting his case. | 
To what end? To what purpose? To the disadvantage of the. Attorney | 
‘General who was trying to do everything he could in the way of upholding the’ 
daw which the party to which Mr. Lennox belongs brought into being. | 

I want the Committee to remember that. That he was one of the men/ 
-who formulated the Ontario Temperance Act, one of the men who fought for’ 
the Ontario Temperance Act law, one of the Government who brought it into 
being and left it on the door step of the present Government. to enforce, | 
‘That in itself seems to me excuse for Mr. Lennox, why he should at least have 
‘been decent with the Attorney General who had such a hard proposition) 
thrust upon him. But he had no consideration for that. He went on and, 
charged the Attorney-General with the personal knowledge of the shortcom- 
‘ings of the various men engaged in the enforcement of the Act. J admit that: 
there were some men engaged who were not suitable for the position which) 
they occupied and I understand that they have all been bounced and that 
the gallant gentleman who has now taken hold of this matter is taking hold) 
of it from a different standpoint of it altogether. 

T think that a great deal of the trouble lay with the change of avocation 
«which the late Commissioner, General Elliott, took upon his hands. I do not ! 
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believe he was ever intended for a policeman. He was a good soldier no 
doubt, and he has made his mark, but as a policeman or as an enforcer of 
the Ontario Temperance Act he was utterly incapable as it is proven. Any- 
_ how things have not gone as they should have done. 

i But shall the Attorney-General be charged: with every infraction? Shall 
_he be charged with the maintenance of these men in the offices which they 
held? Shall he be charged with the characters of these men? Shall he be 
_ charged with these men who were men of bad characters—they were thieves, 
rogues and scamps of every description you could think of? And that he 
_ knew all this, and continued to keep them in his employ? Has the evidence 
proved that? I say that any conscientious man in this committee can say 
that the evidence has proved that the Attorney-General was in no way re- 
sponsible for what has been brought out in this Committee, not as the head 
of that Department. He had no knowledge whatever of it. It has been 
‘proved that he had no knowledge. It has been admitted by the main men. 
I am not going to congratulate Mr. Lennox for the child he has left on the 
province, which has been a pretty bad one and requires such stringent 
_ measures to keep it straight. 

I am in favor of this Act or any other Act which is for the betterment 
| of the Province of Ontario, and that is the reason I stand here to-day, because 
I am for righteousness and truth, and this man has been charged with some- 
| thing with which he is not guilty. The evidence has been adduced, and I 
have nothing to do with him, and I have nothing to do with this party, and 
I presume that after to-day I will not have much to do with some members: 
| of the Liberal party, and I don’t care that much whether I have or I haven't. 
‘TI stand here for the truth and I stand here for good Government and honest 
| Government, and I want to say this, that if the Liberal party or any other. 
‘party, with which’ I am connected, finds me rocking the boat, all they have to do 
is to throw me overboard and they will find what a good swimmer I am. 
‘I am not here in this House of Parliament to be led by the nose by anybody. 
‘I am here to use the brains which the Lord has endowed me with to the 
| best advantage I can. I am always willing to listen to reason and be guided 
if I am going out of the narrow path into the wider one. I am glad of 
‘a hint from anybody. I came into this House with clean hands and @ 
clean record and and I am going out of this House when I leave in the same 
|way. Nobody will ever throw bricks or eggs or anything else at my child- 
ren because their father had disgraced himself while a member of this House, 
lor because he didn’t stand for what is right and proper, and that is why I 
have moved that resolution, why I am a party to that resolution, to clear the 
skirts and clear them properly of the Attorney-General of the charges which 
‘were made—personal charges, not against the Department but against the 
Attorney-General personally. I seek in this resolution to clear his skirts 
‘of those personal charges which were brought against him. Dens 
Mr. Sivcrarr: When did you first think of bringing in this resolution § 
Mr. Harz: After hearing Mr. Lennox give his evidence. 

Mr. Stncrarzr: No suggestion from anybody ? 

Mr. Hatz: No suggestion from anybody. 

Mr. Srnciarr: You are the seconder ? 


Mr. Hatt: Yes. 
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Mr. Tormie: Mr. Chairman, I have felt for quite a considerable time 
in my own mind that this was not the proper place to have investigated 
what we have been investigating for some time. It has come down, in a 
sense, to the investigation of definite charges in regard to certain matters, 
and really not an investigation of the public acccounts. The purpose of 


this Public Accounts Committee, as I understand it, is to look into the Public — 


Accounts, to check up the figures, look into the vouchers, if it is so desired, 
and so bring before the public and before the House the result of an invest- 
igation into the Public Accounts of the Province of Ontario. 

Now, we have taken a long time over this matter, and the public accounts 
in the strict sense of the term have largely to stand to one side, and we have 
not finished in a sense in that way what we ought to have done as a Public 
Accounts Committee. 

Memser: You are rather late bringing in objections. 

Mr. Tormir: I am only stating my view. 


Mr. Frercuson: It was done at the request of the Attorney-General. 


He asked that nothing be done until this was cleaned up. 


Mr. Ranry: What is the good of saying that. In the House Mr. — 
Lennox said he was going to submit this to this Committee, to the Public — 
Accounts Committee. When he came in here I said finish what you were — 


going to start. 


Mr. Tormre: As I look on it the proper function of the Public Accounts ~ 


Committee has largely been set to one side while this has been going on. 


ty. co 


Now we have this morning a resolution brought in. I have been since ~ 


1914 a member I think of the Public Accounts Committee, at all events a 


member of the Legislature, and for a considerable part of that time a member — 
of the Public Accounts Committee, and it is the first time so far as my _ 


recollection goes that any resolution or any finding has been: brought in by 


the Public Accounts Committee. 


=. 


I remember sir, well, a year or two ago when we were investigating some — 


matter. I think it was the question of the automobiles and motor trucks and_ 


Mr. Biggs’ Department, if I am correct in my memory, but it was at all — 
events something of some importance we were investigating, and there was_ 
a resolution suggested and at that time it was declared out of order to bring 
in a resolution, that the purpose of this Committee was simply to investigate 


and report all the investigation to the House. 


IT feel myself that it is regrettable that a resolution of this kind or 


of any kind should be brought in. I will say this, that a gentleman showed 


me a resolution that he suggested might be brought in of some different 
nature from this, and my answer was, that as J understand the custom and 
practice of the House, it was that this committee should not bring in any 


resolution at all. I do not think it ought to be brought in. For that very 


reason I am not going to discuss the purport of the resolution at all. I at- 
tended the committees as regularly as I could. I was accused by the Attorney- 
General of being one sided because he thought a certain question was not in 
order and because I said I thought it was. However, that has nothing to 
do with the matter at all. 


I believe in the Ontario Temperance Act and I am anxious to see its 
enforcement, and I am anxious to see its enforcement in a right way and — 
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by the proper men. And I will say this, that, from the evidence that I have 
heard I have felt that men have been used in the Department that were 
not desirable men. 

Mr. Harty: To the knowledge of the Attorney-General ? 

Mr. Tormre: I am not saying that. I am not saying that by any 
means. 

Mr. Harty: That is the charge. 

Mr. Tortmie: That men have been used in the Department that are not 
the right kind of men to carry on this Act. This Act was brought out by the 
moral sense of the Province and' sustained by the moral sense of the Province, 
and I think that those who desire this Act and desire to see it enforced would 
like to see it enforced by the right kind of men. 

Now the Attorney-General’ has given us some evidence, and evidenes Wy 
way of showing that his memos in regard to certain men that were being 
employed, and warning the authorities to be careful in regard to the men. 
I admit ali that. It is not a question of whether this resolution is a resolution 
dealing with the facts, and whether it is a resolution that is the mind of the 
Committee or not. The stand I take is this, that we should not bring in 
a resolution of any kind in regard to the matter, that it is not according to 
the practice of this committee at all; that our duty is, simply to investigate 
evidence and submit evidence, and let the evidence stand for itself. And 
I want to go a little further than that, that in my humble judgment the 
Attorney-General would stand better in this Committee and would stand 
better in this House, and would stand better in the Province of Ontario, if 
he were to rise up and say, “Gentlemen, I do not want this resolution passed. 
I do not want my friends or anybody else to vote for this resolution. I am 
willing to let the evidence stand for what it is worth, and let the public judge 
as to the evidence I have produced.” 

I believe he would be a bigger man, a stronger man, and I believe, if 
this resolution is passed to-day, if it is passed to-day, it will accomplish 
practically nothing, because the public will say, “After all, it was a white- 
wash,” and that the men who were the friends of the Attorney-General lined 
up on one side and members opposed to him lined up on the other. You would 
have gained little, while on the other hand, with the force he has behind 
him and the majority of this committee he has behind him, if he would 
say, ‘No; I do not ask for this resolution; I do not want it. I want it 
withdrawn; I want this Committee to follow its usual custom of simply 
submitting the evidence to the House and to the Public.” 

It is not a question of its accuracy or iaccuracy, or whether the 
charges have been substantiated or have not been proven at all. That is not 
the question. We have all the evidence, we have listened to Ot. The 
evidence will be submitted to the public, and on that let the public judge, 
and I believe that is the proper thing to do. 

That is the stand I take. I am not discussing the resolution at all. 
But I am saying I believe we ought to follow the usual custom, the precedents 
of the past, and submit the evidence just as we have received it. 

Mr. Hatt: This thing is getting more complicated as we go along. 
_ Here we have the honorable gentleman, Mr. Sinclair, telling us that the 
> enforcement is not a case for members of a church communion. On the other 
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hand we find our friend from Windsor telling us that the men who have been 
enforcing this thing are not of the right type, that we want men of integrity, 
better Set errent, first class men. So here we are. Then the honourable 
member for Windsor says that there should not be any—— 

Mr. Torre: Will the honorable member permit me to ask a question 
Don’t you think we ought to have men of integrity to enforce this Act ¢ 

Mr. Harz: We had preachers enforcing it and they shot people. 

Mr. Tormie: It is not necessary for Mr. Hall to try and be smart over — 
this thing. 

TE Cu arRM an; My. Hall has the floor. 

Mr. Totmie: I have asked Mr. Hall a question. J want him to answer. 

Mr. Hatz: I did. We had preachers tried out and they proved a fail- 
ure. They went further than anybody eise. There has been no evidence 
adduced here that anybody went as far as Spracklin did. There has been 
no murder except by Spracklin, and he was supposed to be one of an extra- 
ordinary class of men, a man who would do nothing except that which was 
right and proper in the law. 

Mr. Totmre: Mr. Hall has either misunderstood or misinterpreted my 
question and my statement. I said, I believe the Act ought to be enforced, only, 
by men of clean character, and of integrity, and good reputation. Is not he in 
favor of that? 

Mr. Hari: Sure I am. I say that this law is on the statutes as a law 
in Ontario, and as a law-abiding citizen I am here and’ inside the House and 
outside the House I am for enforcing the law as I find it on the statute books 
as long as it remains. As soon as we can get a better law I am wiiling to 
knock this fellow and go to the better enforcement of the law every time. 

There is one other matter which I wished not to forget. The member for 
Windsor is anxious that there should be no division in this, that the sheep 
should not be known from the goats but that we should be known as sheep 
and goats. 

Mermeer: Which are you? 

Mr. Hatt: Usually J am not in favor of discrimination, but on a matter 
of this kind, on a matter of morality, a matter of law enforcement, a matter 
of right and wrong, I want to have my place designated, where I stand, whether 
I am for righteousness or whether I am for license and the disgrace of the 
Province. I am glad to know that I am on the side of the enforcement of 
the law, and I te t care who knows it. 

Mr. Jonunston: I am a hearty supporter of this resolution. I think 
the resolution is quite right. It has been said that it is a precedent. That 
is to be expected. This Government has established precedents all the way 
through in its legislation. It strikes me that there is a certain amount of 
timidity on the part of those who are opposed to this resolution, because as the 
honourable member for Parry Sound said they will go on record in their 
constituency. 

Now, in the outset, I was not one of those four no men, in my campaign, go- 
ing around with red noses, but I did tell my constituents that I would support 
the wishes of the people as expressed at the polls and I am behind the 
Attorney-General of Ontario in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance 
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Act. Although the Attorney General has followed splendid men as Attorney- 
General, the Attorney-General of the Province to-day is the biggest Attorney- 
General the Province of Ontario ever had. 

Mr. Srnciarr: You are drawing a very close argument there. Do you 
impute to the men who are opposed to the resolution in this form before 
the Public Accounts Committee because it is out of order, do you accuse 
us of being opposed to the Ontario Temperance Act ? 

Mr. Jounstron: I do not admit it is out of order. 

Mr. Sinciarrn: Answer my question. 

Tur CuHarrman: You do not have to answer the question unless you 
want to. ; 

Mr. Jounston: I do say and I repeat that it appears to me that there 
is a certain amount of timidity here—and I want you all to listen—the men 
do not want to have to go back to their constituents and be on record as oppos- 
ing the Attorney-General of the Province in the enforcement of the Ontario 
Temperance Act. I say that with ail the emphasis I can place on it. 

IT do not admire some of the criticisms that have been made here by 
the member for South Ontario and by Mr. Tolmie. I do not admire some 
of the criticisms that have been levelled at the head of the Attorney-General 
by the honorable member for Grenville, and I want to tell you that as an 
admirer of that gentleman at one time, I would much rather follow the 
Attorney-General in the Province than go behind the Hon. G. H. Ferguson. 

Mr. Frercuson: I’d rather you would too. 

Mr. Jounsron: I want to tell you that all the seats you will get as 
leader of the Conservative party will be inconsiderable. You have not got 
the Conservative party behind you. 

Mr. Frrevson: Do you want to discuss me or do you want to discuss the 
resolution. If you want to discuss me I am willing to go on. 

Mr. Jounston: (proceeding) I am behind this resolution I think it 
is quite proper. We are a court here and we are the jury and the judge as to 
whether these charges were substantiated or not, and in my opinion they 
were not substantiated, and I think we are quite right in passing a resolution 
expressing our opinion on the matter. 

Mr. Watson: The resolution reads :— 


“THAT WHEREAS Mr. T. H. Lennox, Member for North York 
in the Provincial Legislature made certain charges on the Floor of the 
House against the Honourable the Attorney General in the enforcement of 
The Ontario Temperance Act the main charge being made in the following 
words as reported in the Mail and Empire newspaper of April 7, 1922. 

“ With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show that not 
cnly does the Attorney-General give employment to thugs and criminals, but 
I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, that these men were 
kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney-General assisting him in the 
enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite understand the 
administrator of a Department being deceived by his officials and servants, 
that is inevitable; but I cannot conceive nor will the public condone any 
minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and’ served 
terms to his knowledge in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. 
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“AND WHEREAS, we, the members of the Public Accounts Committee 
of the Provincial Legislature, after hearing the evidence submitted by the 
Member for North York and by the Honourable the Attorney-General are 
of the opinion that no evidence has been produced to prove the said charge, 
but that on the contrary, the Honourable the Attorney-General has proved 
by his own and other evidence including the production of numerous memor- 
anda of instructions and letters, that he has taken every precaution to see 
that only men of good record are employed in the enforcement of the 
Ontario Temperance Act. 


“THEREFORE, this Public Accounts Committee hereby express imn- 
plicit confidence in the Honourable the Attorney-General and in his ad- 
ministration of the Ontario Temperance Act. 

“And this Committee hereby authorizes and instructs the Chairman to 
embody a copy of this Resolution in his report to the House.” 

“Toronto, June 1st, 1922.” 

Mr. Dewarr: Mr. Chairman: When the Committee rose yesterday I 
endeavored to have this morning fixed for Workmen’s Compensation Board 
matters that have been on the boards for some time, and I inquired last night 
of Mr. Lennox before I left the House as to whether any Ontario Temperance 
Act matter was going on this morning and he informed me I might go on 
with the Workmen’s Compensation matters as he understood there was no 
further inquiry. I have no knowledge as to this resolution being submitted, 
but I was here this morning waiting to go on. I would ask was Mr. Lennox 
advised that there was such a resolution, because it seems to me that this is a 
matter with regard to which he ought to have an opportunity to speak. Has — 
he been advised, because apparently nobody else knew about it? 

Mr. Hari: He was to be here at a certain stated time. He is a member 
of the Committee. It is not up to us to run after him. | 

Mr. Dewart: Nobody suggests that, but I attended day after day and — 
heard some snatches of the evidence, because I was anxious to go on when it 
came my turn. I moved a motion, some two or three weeks ago, which my — 
honorable friend the Attorney-General misconstrued as to my motives, and it~ 
is not a question of his being here, but if it was definitely understood other 
matters were to be taken up I think it is fair that as Mr. Lennox is one of . 
the parties to this controversy he should have an opportunity of being present — 
when the resolution, so pertinently, affects him. } 

: 
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Mr. Ranry: I understood there was a preliminary resolution that this 
matter should be discussed at 10 o’clock and I suppose there are friends 
of Mr. Lennox in the Committee and he can be had by telephone and be 
got here in a half or three quarters of an hour. 

Mr. Drewartr: He went to Court. 

Mr. Raney: Well, this is the most important Court sitting in Toronto. ii 

Mr. Drewarr: He went to court this morning because he so understood — 
and definitely stated to me that I would have the right of way this morning. — 
I suggest in all fairness to him that the matter should stand until he is here. ; 

Mr. Fereuson: I don’t care whether it stands or not, but I want to — 
make this clear, there was a distinct and definite understanding in my pre- 
sence with the Chairman and the Attorney-General that we were through with e 
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O.T.A. and we would”go on with other business this morning. Is that not 
a fact, Mr. Chairman ? 

Tue Cuarrman: It was the understanding we were through with the 
O.T.A.—Yes. 

Mr. Fereuson: That we would be free to go on with other business, 
because I wanted to go on with some other business. 

Tun Cuarrman: Of course the Committee can do as they like. 

Mr. Frreuson: Yes, the Committee can do as they like, but it was a 
distinct understanding and the Attorney-General was a party to it. 

Hon. Mr. Bices: As the Committee will I think bear me out, I would 
not have been here this morning if my department had not been in question. 
I have not attended meetings of the Public Accounts Committee while the 
O.T.A. was up because personally I am not in sympathy with the kind of 
wrangle that has been carried on. The people of the Province can judge 
the administration without any show such as we have had in this Public 
Accounts, because there has not been a fair consideration given of the admin- 
istration of that department before this committee. 

When the honourable member from Grenville made'the statement that 

_the Government was mustered here, because this resolution was coming up, 
he made a statement that was not true as far as I am concerned, because I 
knew nothing of the resolution and would not have been here if I had known 

the O.T.A. was to be discussed. The reason I am here is because of matters 
pertaining to my department, witnesses were called for that purpose this 

- morning. 

| Now as far as an understanding as to whether the O.T.A. was through 

or not that to my mind does not bar in any way a member bringing in a 

resolution to this Committee for consideration to be disposed of by them. as 

_ they see fit, and I think this resolution is quite in order. It is most a question 

of whether Mr. Lennox or Mr. Raney is through at all, and this Committee 
has a right to consider this suggestion on its merits, regardless of anything 

authorizing an understanding that there would be no resolution on O.T.A. 

_ matters brought in. 

| Mr. Srycriarr: The situation is this. Ordinary practice is, that anybody, 

wanting to get anything before this Committee, has to give notice the previous 
day. The notice goes on the books in the form of a notice of motion, similar 
to that in the House. Yesterday a distinct understanding was made that 
the O.T.A. question was through, and this morning a notice of motion was 

given half an hour ahead of the time. I submit this certainly is very 1% 

regular. 

Then one of the chief parties to the proceedings is Mr. Lennox who 

has been conducting one side of the case, and two honorable members of the’ 
+House bring in a motion here without serving him with a copy. I submit 

‘such a proceeding as that is unprocedented in any committee, Court, or 

public body, and it certainly will not stand to the credit of this Committee 
if they take up a thing in the absence of one of the parties in what has 

-tumed into a contest between the Attorney-General and Mr. Lennox. 

, I certainly cannot refrain from going on record as being against going 

‘on with any such proceedings before this committee, and I think it should 

‘stand as a notice of motion, so that if Mr. Lennox wishes to be here he can 
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be here and discuss the question himself. Surely we can conduct the pro- — 
ceedings of this Committee on as high a plane as a Court, where notice is 
required to be given to the opposing party. 

Now the honorable member for Simcoe here speaks about timidity. I 
thought I made it quite clear that I was not discussing the merits or the de- - 
merits of the O.T.A., that it was one of the statutes of the Province, and we — 
as members were desirous of the fullest enforcement of that Act, and I think — 
it ill becomes a member of the Government side of the House to try and im- 
pute improper motives to anybody that gets up and says anything in this Com- | 
mittee. I have been a member of this Committee too long to stand for anything 
of that kind without protest. 

I do not look on this as condemnation or otherwise of the Attorney-— 
General. I realize that the Attorney-General has a tremendous task on his . 
hands to try and enforce this Act through the Province, and I am not going — 
to be placed in the position of taking a stand and saying I am opposed to — 
the Attorney-General. I oppose this resolution here on the grounds that — 
the thing is unfair, that it is unprecedented, and should not come before — 
the Committee here this morning. We should have the other business which | 
was to come up before us. The honorable Minister of Public Works sald — 
he was here for business connected with his own department, that he did not ~ 
attend O.T.A. sittings. The Chairman admits that the O.T.A. proceedings q 
were closed. In spite of that this business comes up here this morning and” 
the time of the Committee is taken up. The whole proceedings are irregular, — 
and surely this Public Accounts Committee does not want to close its pro-- 
ceedings with a farce. I would say, let us conduct our business properly, and - 
above all let those who wish to vote this thing as an admiration society of the 
Attorney-General view it so. I view it on a higher ground. I want to see— 
the proceedings of this Committee carried on according to the rules and — 
regulations of the Committee. I want to see members who are interested — 
given notice. It will go through the length and breadth of the Province that 
the Attorney General is fully vindicated, and it will at the same time be pub-— 
lished that two honorable members here moved a resolution here without 
notice to Mr. Lennox, did it in his absence. Surely members do not wish — 
to go on record in such a manner as that. It is not fair to Mr. Lennox. ; 

Mr. Frerevson: Particularly when Mr. Lennox was told the O.T.A._ 
would not come up. i 

Mr. Sryciarzr: And then go on with it. | 

Mr. Hatt: The honorable member for Grenville forgets that Mr. Lennox 
said he would want some other witnesses called. : 

Mr. Frereuson: No, no. , 

Mr. Hatz: Was that an indication that he considered that closed? 
And as far as the admiration society goes I am not a member of any 
admiration society. I don’t think any member of this House will charge 
me with this. With me it is a question of right or wrong, and I maintain 
I have as many rights on this Committee, and that consideration 
shall be given to me equally with Mr. Lennox. I am here. I have business 
to transact as well as Mr. Lennox, and I am here at a great loss to myself, 
and why should not he be here also. Why should we waste the time of 
the members around this table awaiting Mr. Lennox ? | 







tee = 





GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2 843: 
Tra anTnrrnesern se a SESS 


Mr. Dewarr: There is plenty of other business. 

Mr. Hatz: Well, it is a matter of right or wrong. I am no legal 
gentleman, but I know that we have a resolution before the Committee. 
Either it is in crder or it is out of order, and I am willing to be led by the 
Chairman’s decision whether we are in order or out of order. If we aro 
in order then we shall proceed. If we are out of order I am willing to wait 
until we are in order. 

Mr. Warxer: The question of whether the resolution is out of order, 
the objection to the resolution at least, and the statement that it is out of 
order, is an afterthought on the part of those men that do object to it. 
After its being fully discussed by several members now they say it is out 
of order. 

Mr. Drwarr: The mover of the resolution need not be so boisterous. 
He is one of the taciturn members, but he seems to have found his tongue 
for his inarticulate thoughts. 

Mr. Warxer: I am not talking all the time. Mr. Chairman, I don’t 
think it is fair if he is a lawyer to make a statement like that about a farmer: 
member. 

Mr. Dewarr: He seems to have at least found a tongue. I understand there 

were other occasions outside the House in which he was more loquacious. I do 
not propose to be dragged into a discussion as to the merits between Mr. Lennox 
and Mr. Raney in regard to these matters that have been under consideration 
here. I would not support any resolution to say that Mr. Lennox had 
sustained his charges. I would not be a party to any resolution that dealt. 
with the merits of the controversy that has been going on for some time and 
the evidence that has been given before this Committee. 
. The mover and the seconder of this resolution can hardly have taken 
into consideration the fact that the subject matter of this resolution has not 
been referred to this Committee. Mr. Lennox made certain charges in the 
House and the procedure is well established so far as these matters were 
concerned. | 

In 1919, I made rather serious charges with reference to the administra- 
tion of the Ontario Temperance Act, involving not only the Chief License Tn- 
spector, but a number of others in so far as the way the Act was being adminis- 
_ tered. And the rule of the House, properly at that time was that the matters that: 
related to the Public Accounts and properly came within the purview of 
the Public Accounts Committee, coming up under the heading of salaries 
vai officials who were not giving proper service, were matters for consideration 
in the Public Accounts Committee, and I take it that the main reason that 
these matters have been investigated is because those who have been ealled 
were in the public pay of the Province, and therefore the Public Accounts 
Committee had the right to investigate the conduct of these Provincial 
| tase I may remind my Honourable friend the Attorney-General, though 
he was not in the House he will no doubt remember the fact that in 1919" 
when other definite charges were made that reflected on the Government’s: 

d control of the O.T.A. these matters were referred to a. 
management an : ; ; 

( i the Chief Justice of Ontario, who considered them and re- 


Commissioner, 
. ha Y Qe 7 id oO bs 
ported upon them, and T do not know of any case in which the proceedings 
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of the Public Accounts Committee have condoned any resolution dealing 
with the merits of a controversy, or an endeavor to pass a congratulatory 
resolution as this is to the Attorney-General. If a resolution had been 
offered to the effect that Col. Lennox had proved his charges and that he 
had made a case against the administration of the Act, I would have voted 
against it just as I must vote against this, because it is not a matter that 
the Committee should deal with. , 
The Public Accounts Committee is a committee for the investigation of — 
- matters, and it reports the evidence to the House. After that evidence is reported | 
to the House my understanding has always been that upon report of the q 
Committee being received, just as in other cases, a motion may be made — 
with reference to any matter. These are not charges made before this Com- — 
mittee. Col. Lennox’s statement as quoted from the Mail and Empire is not a — 
charge referred to this Committee for investigation. It ig a charge made in the © 
House. . 
Memserr: Why did he come here then. 
Mr. Dewarr: It has not come here. It has never been referred here. 7 
But what has happened is that the investigation has proceeded so far as — 
the Public Accounts Committee is: concerned into the conduct of those who 4 
are in the employ of the Government. My honourable friend the Attorney- - 
General will not pretend to say that by any procedure expressed or implied — 
this matter was referred to this Committee. But it has indirectly been ~ 
taken up by the Committee, the Attorney-General and Mr. Lennox. So _ 
we have all the evidence of both sides. + 
Now these are not matters for members of the Committee who happen 4 
to be here to-day, who have not heard all the testimony, to deal with before — 
the evidence has been returned to the House. I do submit that the proper by 
procedure is that if any resolution is to be moved it shall be moved in the — 
House and not before this Committee. A resolution in this Committee of — 
this kind ‘is of no more force or effect than if 1t were passed by a church — 
district, as many resolutions are being passed by district meetings that are 
being held all over the country by gentlemen who have not heard the evidence. 
Mr. Harr: You are advising this resolution should be brought in the — 
House. You know we cannot do that. 
Mr. Dewart: I beg your pardon, you can. | 
Mr. Nickie: This resolution will bring it into the House. x 
Mr. .Dewart: This Committee has no power to deal with such a naa 
ter in this way, and it is utterly in violation of all precedent. 7. 
_ Now. as far as the gentleman is concerned who has been good enough 
to suggest timidity on the part of those who do not want to vote for this 
resolution, it is not a question of timidity. JI am prepared to take a stand, © 
out I do not propose to be forced to vote for or against a resolution that 
is. so plainly against all the commonest principles of parliamentary pro- 
cedure. ‘a 
jar, THOMPSON: IT would like to say this before the vote is taken. i 
consider this a most extraordinary proceeding. As a matter of fact T don’t 
think it is one that is going to help the Attorney-General in the country. __ 
Mr. Hari: We don’t care whether it does or not. % 
j 
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| Mr. THompson : J am not asking you whether it does or not. We have 
had enough ravings from Empty Sound this session. 7 

Mr. Harty: A point of order! I want to know what he means by Empty 
Sound. I’d rather have Empty Sound than an Empty Head. 

Mr. Tuomerson: Well, you find that those two things go along side by 
side—empty head and Empty Sound. The honourable gentleman, without 
asking any questions, apparently knows what is meant by Empty Sound 
and Empty Head. 

Mr. Haru: Yes, I know where it comes from, too. 

Mr. Tuompson: But it does amuse me, a poor ignorant member, when 
T get in here, surrounded by all this intellect—and I am the last one to 
judge anybody or what anybody does; what anybody does is none of my business 


and you can criticize if you want to—but. I honestly feel when I heard 
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these people get up and put a halo around their head in a Committee like 
this, I said, “God help me a Sinner.’ I wanted to further say, “And be 
merciful too.” 

I wanted to say that I think it is a most extraordinary proceeding. I 
have been at some of these meetings. I have not been at them all; I have not 
heard all the evidence. And I see some honourable members who I don’t 
think have been at all the meetings. And for anybody to come here who 
have not heard all the evidence and come and make a decision! Anyway, 
as the honourable member for Southwest Toronto said, | take exactly the 
same position. I would not get up here and vote for a motion to say that 
Col. Lennox had proved ali his charges. On the other hand, as he has 
stated, I am not in a position, not having heard all the evidence, to say 
that all the charges have not been proven. IT am not going to do that. It 
is not in my opinion a matter for this Public Accounts Committee to say 
which is which, because most of the members have not heard all the evidence. 

My idea of this Committee is to get out the facts, in any case to get 
the facts fairly out, as fairly as we can, before the public, and the pubhe 
should be the last judge and jury on the issue. 

Let me ask you, supposing a jury was appointed here on a case, and 
sitting on a case, and half of the jury were there at one time and two or 
three at another time, and the whole jury did not hear the case, what a 
ridiculous situation it would’ beat the énd* for that) jury to bring, ina 
verdict without having heard all the evidence. I think that is exactly the 
ease at the present time here. i 

I quite realize the Attorney-General has got a difficult task in the 
enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. No man has a more difficult 
job, and he is doing it according to his way. But whether he has made 
mistakes or whether he is guilty of some charges, that is tor the public 
to decide. 

T want to say that whether Mr. Lennox has proven all his charges or not 
he is entitled to the thanks of this House, of the License Department, of 
those engaged in the enforcement of the law, for he undoubtedly has re 


vealed a situation that has existed there and no doubt after the Pacey 
that has been given to it sucli a condition will. not exist again, and the 
Bin sieht al x ‘ance Act will be much easier for the 


al. and those gentlemen in charge, because the public will know 
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the difficulties they have to contend with in connection with its entorce- 
ment. I say that Mr. Lennox is entitled to the thanks of the citizens of 
this Province. | | | 
I am neither condemning the Attorney-General nor endeavoring to 
boost Lennox, but I say, not having heard the evidence I am not in a posi- 
tion to whitewash the Attorney-General or to blame Cobbs Léennoxm, Anda 
from the fact that I understood this O.T.A. business was through, I thought | 
other matters were coming up this morning, and if I had thought it was — 
Q.T.A. over again I would have stayed home and attended to my own | 
business, because there are officers and others hired to look after the O.T.A. 
As a matter of fact it was understood, I believe Coi. Lennox understood, 
that the O.T.A. was finished with, and for that reason I am going to vote 
against the resolution, and as I said in the beginning, I don’t think a resolution 
of this kind, moved where you have a preponderance of the vote, where you 
have got a lot of gentlemen here that certainly are going to vote for this 
resolution and carry it by a tremendous majority, five or six to one, and 
I don’t think a resolution such as that is going to redound to the credit — 
or help to make the people of the Province believe that the Attorney-General — 
is perfection in the enforcement of the Act. | 
I think the Attorney-General would stand in a much better position — 
before the public if this resolution was withdrawn, and have the evidence — 
all printed, and the people can get access to it, and let them decide on ~ 
the merits as between the charges of Mr. Lennox and the defence of Hon. — 
Mr. Raney. | 
Mr. Warren: A serious charge was made on the floor of the Legislature — 
by a member of the Legislature, against the Attorney-General of this Pro-— 
vince. The substance of the charge was that the Attorney-General knowingly — 
employed thugs and criminals to enforce the Ontario Temeperance Act and— 
continued them in his employ knowing them to be thugs and criminals. The 
matter was brought before this Public Accounts Committee for investigation. — 
Mr. Raney: By Mr. Lennox. 
Mr. Warren: By Mr. Lennox. He undertook to prove it here and if © 
he was not able to substantiate his charges before the Public Accounts Com-— 
mittee he would resign as a member of the Legislature. + 
Now we have listened to the evidence. I have been a regular attendant ~ 
at the meetings, have listened to the evidence brought before the Public Ac- i; 
counts Committee. I have not heard one atom of evidence that would sub- 
stantiate that charge of Mr. Lennox before this Public Accounts Committee. 
Now what have we been here for? We are here as a jury. 
Mr. Fercusox: No no. You are not. That, just, is the mistake. 
Mr. Turompson: Well you have been patient enough if you are here as one ‘ 
of the jurymen. aa 
Mr. Warren: (Proceeding) Are we going to let this slip by, anda 
have we no authority to express our opinions in the way of a resolution before — 
this Committee? It seems to me a very strange thing if we must sit here 
and then have no authority to put ourselves on record in this matter. Thee 
charge has been made and I believe the resolution to be perfectly in order — 
and that we ought to support it. , ) 5 
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Mr. Sinciaim: It does seem to me that we are travelling far afield 
from the functions of this Committee, and in order that we may get our- 
selves on a proper basis, | propose to move an amendment. to the resolution 
which is before the Committee, if I have a seconder—seconded by Mr. Thomp- 
son; (reads). 


It was moved by Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Thompson :— 


“That this Committee affirm its position under the rules and precedents, 
as a Committee of inquiry only into the Public Accounts of the Province, 
and to report the evidence to the House, and that it is beyond its well re- 
cognized powers to make a finding upon the evidence, as proposed by the 
resolution.” } 


Mr. Srncriarr: It seems to me’ that is the position which we must main- 
tain, and it is not a question of one man here in this Committee accusing 
some other man of being opposed to the Ontario Temperance Act or not. 
We are here as members of this Committee to carry out our duties and it 
is for that reason I have taken the stand I have taken here this morning, 
and for that reason alone, and it does seem to me we should not go on 
record contrary to all precedents of this Committee and the rules which 
govern the Committee. I have spoken before, and I do not wish to speak 
any longer. 

Mr. Haut: Much has been said this morning by various members about 
whitewashing somebody, and it seems to me that this whole attitude 





Mr. Srycrarr: I think you should put the amendment now. 
Tue Crarman: He can discuss it. 


Mr. Haxzi: There has been a whole lot said this morning about white 
washing somebody, but all the whitewashing is being bestowed on Col. Lennox 
and all the opposition is to prevent anybody giving the Attorney-General 
what is his just due, a clean record with regard to these charges. That is 
the stand I take. I want to give the Attorney-General a clean record which he 
is entitled to as according to the evidence adduced in this Committee during 
this investigation there has not been a tittle of evidence put in to prove 
that the charge of Mr. Lennox, that the Attorney-General was employing 
these men, thugs and criminals and scallywags, and forgers, knowing that 
they were doing this kind of thing, and yet retaining them in his service— 
not a tittle of evidence. And if there is any whitewashing to be done, which 
T disclaim, the sympathies of this Committee should be toward the Attorney- 
General who was openly charged from the floor of the House under the pro- 
tection of his seat in the House, and his privilege as a member, he openly 
charges that the Attorney-General has committed a most despicable thing 
in continuing these people in his employ, knowing that they were men cf 
this character. The evidence has proved that such is not the case. And 
I for one, until it is proved constitutionally, somehow, that my resolution 


is out of order, will stand by that resolution. 
I desire to speak on this resolution because of certain 


Mr. CurRIE: : | : 
aid in the Committee with which I agree but which 


things that have been s 
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I do not think will be of force in respect to the present situation. 

It has been stated here that the duties of this Committee is one of inves- 
tigation and reporting the evidence. 

Mr. Frreuson: The facts. ‘ 

Mr. Curry: The facts; the evidence, as they appear. ‘That possibly is 
quite correct as far as it goes. But we have here a situation which is entirely 
different from the ordinary situation in respect of inquiring into public 
accounts as to the manner of spending of money and whether moneys have 
been properly spent or not, and in respect to that the Committee is supposed 
to inquire into the facts and report the evidence to the House. 

This situation is entirely different from that which is ordinarily found 
before the Public Accounts Committee. We had a very well considered, beyond 
anv question it had been prepared—statement in the House by the member tor 
North York in regard to the administration of the O.T.A., and the accusation 
made against the Attorney General’s Department, and not confined to the 
Attorney General’s Department, but against the Attorney General himself per- 
sonally, that with his knowledge, with his approval, with his consent, the 
Ontario Temperance Act had been sought to be enforced by crooks, criminals 
and thugs, and it was not only the words which were made use of at the time the 
statement was delivered in the House, but it was the manner and imputation 
of those words, most insulting, most detrimental, to my mind, to the opinion 
which the public would be bound to hold of public men who are charged with 
the administration of the affairs of the Province. If there were anybody who 
read that speech delivered verbatim and did not know the Attorney General 
and did not know the honorable member for North York there could be only one 
conclusion that they could come to in regard to the matter, that no responsible 
member of the House would dare to deliver such a statement in the House in 
respect to any other honourable member, or in respect more particularly to a 
Minister charged with the administration of a department, without it was foun- 
ded on fact, beyond any question. And not only did the honourable member make 
statements and imputations, and the manner of delivery, the accent, and so on, 
and on many occasions during the time of the House when interruptions by way 
of questions were made by the Attorney General, there was, “Oh, you will not 
be so willing to ask questions when I got you before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. We will have this matter investigated. You will see where you stand 
when you get through.” 

Now it has been brought before the Public Accounts Committee and the 
evidence that has been adduced here was adduced, with what end and purpose 
in view? With the end and purpose in view of convincing this Committee and 
the public at large that the honorable the Attorney General was false to his duty 
as Minister of the Crown, recreant in the manner in which he administered 
the Ontario Temperance Act, that he was reckless in the class of men that 
were employed, that he had no regard to the fact as to their honesty, integrity 
or reliability, and that he did employ people knowing what their records were 
and that they were not entitled to be believed. | 

Now it is said here that this committee is a jury, and that all of them have 
not heard the evidence, and so forth. I ask the members who are present at this 
Committee who have been on other Committees if they have been present at all 
the meetings of all the committees in respect to which they have been prepared 
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to make reports and: do make reports and vote. And is this Committee to be 
changed and made different. 

Mr. Frrevson: Different function altogether. 

Mr. Curry: —It is a different function, quite true, as the honorable 
member for Grenville says, if the honorable member can see a weakness at all 
he is clever enough to point ft out, and during the time somebody is speaking. 

Now in the present instance we have something brought here with the 
direct statement in the House, “When I get you before the Committee on 
Public Accounts I will prove everything I have said, and more.” Now I think 
it is for this Committee to say whether or not the Attorney General has been 
guilty as in the words quoted in this resolution, and I think this Committee 
would be recreant in its duty if they did not say as to whether it felt that these 
words were properly applicable to the Attorney General in the administration 
of his Department :—(reads). 

“With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show that not 
only does the Attorney General give employment to thugs and criminals, but 
I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, that these men were 
kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney General assisting him in the 
enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite understand the 
administrator of a Department being deceived by his officials and servants, 
that is inevitable; but I cannot conceive nor will the public condone any 
minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and served terms 
to his knowledge in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. 

And what has been the evidence % 

Mr. Ferauson: You read that magnificently. 

Mr. Curry: I don’t need any certificate of the manner in which I can 
read anything, as to my elocution, | don’t need any certificate of character 
from the honorable member from Grenville. Such as it is it is mine; such as it 
is he had no part in the making of it, and more than that, such as are my conclu- 
sions, he has no part in the mace of them at all. 

son: That is right. 

ae ee In respect ee condition as we find it, I say that the 
evidence not only does not prove the allegation but the evidence that has el 
here, and brought here, all the evidence that I have heard, and those w ss 
evidence I have read, and I have read the reports as they have 
appeared in the papers, and I have read some of them and considerable 
of the testimony as it has been taken down ; and I have no hesitancy in 

: very charge that has been sought to be laid at the door of the 
nan | Cheese General has been met. And not only has he been able 
sert as ly aaancecrte that the charges against him have not been proved but 
aac? 1B a step further, which is not necessary, in British courts, he has 
he has gone a step stion by the evidence he has adduced that from the time 
shown beyond any ee ae and was charged with the enforcement of the 
he heeame acne Act as a Minister of the Crown, that he has endeavored 
Fee ntario Temperance Act as no other minister who preceded 
o enfore 7 
him did. : se e it again now, that the 

ian fa SO ae sical i, ee om see itt: the res was en- 
ries Lelie law is it? It is not the law of the Government that passed 
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it, because it has been referred to the people on more than one occasion, and 
the people have adopted it as the law. And it is on the statute books, and we 
want it enforced. And I say more than that, it has been well enforced. 

I do say that the Ontario Temperance Act has made for the benefit of the 
Province of Ontario. It has made for the morality of the Province of Ontario. 
It has made for the comfort of many a family, of many a mother, and many 
a child who before had very little comfort, and the manner of administration 
of the Act has much to do with that. There never was a time in the admini- 
stration of temperance legislation that it was as difficult as it has been since the 
honourable the Attorney General came into office. When we had the old license 
law we had the public opinion that was behind the liquor trade, and those that 
patronized the liquor trade, to see that there was not any pirating of their 
rights, and that there was not any selling illegitimately which infringed on 
their rights. And we had in addition to that, which we have alone to depend 
on to-day, the desire of the people of the Province who desire for the well 
being of the people of the Province and who are anxious for the enforcement 
of the law. That is the one thing people have to depend on at the present time, 
the public opinion in favor of the supression of the lquor traffic and against 
the easy enforcement of the law. ? 

The Attorney General has had a very difficult task. I think he has done 
it well, and I think this Committee is well within their rights in so expressing 
themselves in this particular case, which may be held as somewhat outside the 
purview of this committee. 

I am in favor of the resolution and against the amendment. 

Mr. Nickie: I just happened to travel into this Committee this morning 
by chance, because I have not attended it with all the regularity I should 
have if I had for a moment thought. that we were going to be turned into a 
judicial committee to give a decision. 

My idea of the Public Accounts Committee has always been that it is 
a Committee of inquiry for the purpose of securing evidence, which it submits 
to the House, and then the House has the information upon which it can 
reach certain conclusions. Judging by the resolution which has been handed to 
me since I entered this room it becomes apparent that the mover and seconder 
desire to constitute this committee almost into the status of a judicial body for 
the determination of fact rather than the reporting of evidence, and the unfort- 
unate thing is that the preamble of the resolution rests on an extract taken 
from the Mail and Empvre and not on a verbatim report of what the honorable 
member for North York may have said in the Legislature. : 

However, it is not my intention to waste time discussing this from a 
narrow or captious point of view, but before I vote on the resolution I have 
no hesitation frankly in expressing my opinion of the various aspects of the 
matter. 

Summarizing Col. Lennox’s charges in the House, which only got to this 
Committee by the indirect method that we are constituted for the purpose of 
making enquiry into the expenditure of public money, and are not a judicial 
committee to find this or that man guilty; a great. mass of evidence has been 
adduced, and, unfortunately, as the inquiry developed and proceeded, it. be- 
came apparent to most of us, I think, that we were drifting into a contest as 
between the personal animosities of Col. Lennox and the Attorney General. 
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Me. Ranzy: There was no personal animosity—I hope there is none 
today—on my part against Mr. Lennox. 

Me. Nicxre: I used the expression-perhaps not with the fine technical 
regard for words that the Attorney General now intends to apply to them, but 
1 will accept his explanation. I will put it this way. It became a personal politi- 
eal contest between the Attorney General and the member for North York. 

Now I tell you frankly, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I was not here by 
any means at all the meetings when these charges were ventilated, but there 
were one or two things that stood out clear to me, and, although I am a Con- 
servative, I want to be perfectly fair to the Attorney General. The evidence 
that was adduced and that I heard led me to the conclusion that from time to 
time the Attorney General became conscious that things were not going in his 
Department as he would like them to go and he tried as best he could to clear 
his department of obnoxious spotters and operators. I am willing to give the 
Attorney General credit for that. And when you put a resolution like this into 
my hands and ask me to vote for it you are asking me to go a great deal further 
than I think the evidence warrants. 

The member for South East Toronto with his characteristic skill in ad- 
dressing a jury, with his forensic eloquence and ability, drew a delightful red 

Sng across the track, and you know red herrings are excellent things in 
dialectics and dietetics. They are a food and a good thing to draw across the 
track when you want to take a send off in another direction. What the member 
for Toronto read was from the Mail and Empire, but this is the finding that 
_ we are asked to agree to: 

“That the Attorney General has taken every precaution to see that only 
men of good record are employed in the enforcement of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act. 

“Therefore. this Public Accounts Committee hereby expresses implicit 
confidence in the honourable the Attorney General and in his administration 
of the Ontario Temperance Act.” 

Now when you give a certificate of character such as that to a minister 
it practically means that his administration of his department was beyond 
purview or criticism. Now I don’t think that there is one man who sits 
sn this Committee and who has heard the evidence, who, be he as generously 
snclined as I have been to the Attorney General this morning, has not the 
ability to reach the conclusion that there have been a good many things done 
in the Attorney General’s Department that we as decent honourable gentle- 
men. cannot and should not be asked to condone. rN 

‘T sat here the other day and I heard a reputable gentleman, a Provincial 
officer in one of the counties, say that a spotter of the Attorney General’s 
Department, certainly not with the concurrence of the Attorney General be- 
cause I know him as a man; he would not tolerate such a thing; suggest 
illicit intercourse with a woman of questionable character so that under the 
guise of sympathy and generosity he might learn where a certain niga nes 
was and where he had been. Is there a man in this Pee RCH e 
prepared to vote and give his support to irregularities of that kina ¢ 

We had evidence given, certainly not with the consent or concurrence 


of the Attorney General, that young fellows sixteen or eighteen years had 
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become drunk to secure convictions against bootleggers. That 1s not the so 
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of thing Ontario wants. That is not the sort of thing members of the Legis- 
lature or of this Committee want. We are behind the Attorney General in 
the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act because it is a law on the 
statutes, but we are not prepared to go the length of saying that the irregular 
practices of some of the more objectionable of the spotters are of such a 
character that they should have our approval. 

I am not prepared to vote, therefore, for that resolution. On the other 
hand, should we allow our partisan feeling to so far overcome our judgment 
as to blind us to the true function and purpose of this committee. We may 
by party vote, vote this way or that way; the majority may vote for the sub- 
stance of the resolution; the majority may vote for the amendment. Voting 
for the amendment, I do not want, for one moment, to be considered as voting 
personally against the Attorney General in relation to the first paragraph of 
that resolution. But I do think the correct and proper function of this com- 
mittee is to report the facts and evidence to the House. The evidence will 
be printed. It will be there for the members to read, and if the members of 
the House, or any member of this Committee on that report being received 
by the House cares to move a subsequent resolution as to findings of fact, 
then the House will be within its rights in adopting the resolutions and such 
conclusions as may be reached will carry such weight with the country as the 
country to give it. 

Our function is to prepare the evidence, and place it before the House. 
The House has it printed. It is circulated among the people and the people 
in the last result will give their opinion ag to the correctness of conclusions. 

I regret exceedingly it is introduced, because by voting against it as I 
intended, I do not wish to be considered for one. moment as admitting the 
contention that the Attorney General was personally a party to irregularities, 
nor am I prepared by voting for it to admit that everything done by his 
deputies and subordinates would have been done if the Attorney General 
had been cognizant of everything that took place. 

Memeprr: Does that resolution refer to subordinates ? 

Mr. Nicxre: I think the resolution is so carefully drawn that it does 
not carry out what it should carry out. 

Mr. Hatz: TI maintain, Mr. Chairman, that we are the representatives 
of the people who sent us here. We are the representatives of the Province 
of Ontario in the House and in this Committee, or else why are we on this 
Committee? Why is this committee not formed of individuals chosen from 
the various parts of the province in lieu of ourselves 

Now it seems to me that this thing is a very plain simple matter after 
all this matter we have had. Under the protection of his position in the 
House Col. Lennox made certain statements. He made statements which, 
if he had made them out of the House, would put him in a position of having 
to prove those statements as a matter of slander, if need be in the common 
court of the realm. But sheltering himself in the position of a member of 
parliament, from his seat, from his place in the House, he made these charges, 
and there was no other court, apparently, which could decide all these 
charges but this committee. And so it came to this Committee. It was 
brought to this committee, not at the instance of the Attorney General, but 
at the instance of Mr. Lennox. Mr. Lennox brought it to this committee. 
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He declares in his ‘speech in the House it would be brought to this com- 
mittee, and, as has been shown to the Committee— 

Mr. Fereavuson: Brought here for what? To prepare the evidence ? 

Mr. Harr: To secure evidence and to back him up in villifying the 
statement regarding the Attorney General’s administration of the law. 

Mr. Nicxir: Would you be willing to add a clause, “that this com- 
mittee is also of the opinion that certain practices of a most obnoxious char- 
acter had been shown to exist.” 

Mr. Harz: We all agree to that. The Province agrees. Every mem- 
ber, including myself, agrees that there were obnoxious things done to en- 
force the Act. But I do not agree with the statement of Mr. Lennox that 
these things were done by the personal knowledge of the Attorney General 
and that he kept these men in employ after he knew these things. That is 
what my resolution deals with, to take the stigma from the Attorney Gen- 
eral of having done things. That is what my resolution deals with. To 
take the stigma from the Attorney General of having done things which he 
ought not to have done and left undone things which he ought to have done. 

This Committee seems to be the only court which could decide on this 
‘matter, and we have brought it to this court. We have heard all the evi- 
dence, and I believe that there is not a man around this table to-day but what 
is convinced in his own heart and soul that he is not culpable, that the charges 
made directly about the Attorney General were unfounded, and that is the 
stand I take. I am convinced of this matter, and as an honest man I can- 
not sit by here and allow any stigma to remain on the man who is innocent 
of the charge. 

- Mr. Bucxranp: I had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that the last word had 
been heard in connection with the Ontario Temperance Act, but this resolu- 
* tion this morning has brought up this matter in such a way that I feel that 
the Committee which has listened, and listened very intently to all the evi- 
dence that has been produced has fallen so low as to become personal, The 
remarks of many of the gentlemen this morning, well, I was going to say, 
are almost worse than Billingsgate, because it has become personal. Re- 
marks have been made as regards timidity by certain individuals unless they 
vote for this resolution. I personally do not fear my constituents. They 
know me well enough. They know how I have been always a consistent ab- 
stainer. I may have been criticized by some persons as to being otherwise. 
That is their own private fault. I know what my life is. It has gotten 
down to personalities. One gentleman has even criticized the member trom 
Grenville. I did not expect that we were going to have anything of that 
kind brought up this morning, because I clo not think that this was the pro- 
per time, nor is this the proper place to bring up personalities. . 

The resolution that has been presented—of course the quotations that 
from the Mail and Empire, which I presume 1s a 
d trustworthy—the latter part of it, of course, as 
yer for Kingston, is just going a little bit 
too far. And we are here this morning because we do not entirely agree 
with the resolution, and because we probably may vote against that ie 
tion will, I suppose, be branded as men who are not in sympathy with the 
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I want to place myself on record as being entirely in sympathy with 
every effort the Attorney General has put forth to maintain the carrying out 
of the Ontario Temperance Act. I think the Attorney General quite realizes 
that. I have never done anything against it. I have done many things that 
have been very helpful to the carrying out of it. But when this motion is 
presented to us this morning, brought in at the last moment; and we have 
many things brought in at the last moment; it was brought in at the last 
moment simply because of the fact that this is looked upon to be the time 
when you could get what I call a catch vote, and that in getting it it will 
go abroad to the country as being representative of men who were entirely 
sympathetic with the Ontario Temperance Act, and the others who voted 
against it are those who are aiding and abetting everything that is contrary 
to the law of this land. . 

Now I do not believe any gentleman who is present here this morning 
is justified even in voting for a resolution of that kind. I personally am 
not going to vote one way or the other, because I think in so doing I would 
be doing myself an injustice. Not that I am a coward, by any means. No 
one can accuse me of timidity; not at all. But I think that if I were to 
vote against it I would be doing myself an injustice, and doing an injustice 
to the people I represent, and whom I try to represent honestly, and that 
is the reason I stand up and say that the resolution should not have been 
brought up, nor should there have been any personalities brought in at all. 
It is outside of the issue entirely. If we had kept perhaps to the resolution 
and discussed that, that would have been an entirely different matter, but 
when men stand up here and sort of proclaim themselves to be, holier than 
thou, it is time, I think, for this Committee to take cognizance. Personally I 
abhor anything of a biblical nature being introduced into discussions of this 


kind. It is apparent to me, and I think it is apparent to the majority of the - 


members of this Committee, when men use biblical quotations and exalt 
themselves and try to make one believe they are so much better than the 
rest of us. I feel I am justified in telling the Committee just where I stand, 
and that is the reason I say I am entirely against such a resolution of this 
kind coming before this Committee. 

In the first place I think it is a precedent, and in the second place I 
don’t think it is anything that will assist the Attorney General in securing 
the greater confidence of the people of this country. I believe the people 
throughout the country do believe he is endeavouring to carry out the On- 
tario Temperance Act, but beyond that I do not see how this committee can 
this morning deal with such a resolution of that kind. 

Mr. Prxarp: Mr. Chairman, I do not doubt that the resolution before 
this Committee, the main motion, is to my mind absolutely out of order, and 
I intend in concluding my remarks to have your ruling, and I probably may 
say in passing, maybe I know what it is going to be. 

Mrmser: That is not fair. 

Mr. Pinarp: Well, I am not speaking to you. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the first time in the nine years or the nine 
sessions that I have been up here that such a resolution has been put before 
the Public Accounts Committee for the same purpose as this one. Generally 
these resolutions, once or twice I believe similar ones were brought to the 
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Committee, but they ‘were always rejected, just on account of the duties of 
this Committee being well set and the duty being well known, that its only 
duty was not to give certificates of character to anybody, but on the con- 
trary to take up the evidence and report to the House. Ags a matter of fact 
during the taking up of the evidence we all know that certain of the special 
officers or provincial officers or others have from time to time given a certi- 
fiecate of character to either the Attorney General or someone else. In listen- 
ing to some of them there was certainly no one who was in charge above these 
gentleinen who were their bosses. There was not one man in their opinion 
and they proved it here, that was better than the man who was their boss, but 
they stated on one occasion that they could not ask no better men than 
those who were enforcing the law as far as the Ontario Temperance Act 
was concerned. That was his boss. But coming down here to this Com- 
mittee and asking twenty-five per cent. of the members, probably, that were 
not regularly present— 


Mr. Harz: They should be here. 


Mr. Prnarp: My friend is like old Sam Carter. He is everywhere. If 
I was not here I was somewhere else, attending to other duties on other 
committees. JI was at the Municipal Committee or the Private Bills, and 
I was glad to be at one of those committees at times when I could not be up 
here, and for that reason my friend from Parry Sound has not to tell me I 
should be here. I should be where my duty calls me first and best, and I 
thought at times this was no place to be in at all. As was stated by the 
honourable member for Kingston a moment ago some of the evidence given 
here was not of the highest type and character, and it was not a place some- 
times for a minister’s son to be in. 


Nevertheless I was here on other occasions and if I may be permitted 
and I generally very seldom congratulate anybody, but I must say that many 
of the accusations made in the House were proven. It is admitted. It is 
admitted by everybody that they were proven. So why not have: if you are 
eoing to have a whitewash motion of this kind— 


Mr. Haru: It is not a whitewash motion. 


Mr. Prvarp: Well, it is probably due to a flood from Parry Sound. It 
is a deluge from Parry Sound. Of course my honourable friend from Parry 
Sound knows it ig worth while talking of his country. But as far as I am 
concerned JI again repeat that the Chairman and this Committee cannot ac 
cept this motion as being one that 18 regwar. And I believe that during the 
whole taking of the evidence since this committee has sat for the last several 
weeks we should have been supplied day by day with reports of the evidence, 
so to-day we could just read back of this, without taking extracts from the 
Farmers’ Sun, the ‘Mail, the Globe, or the Telegram. 

And what better is it going to be. It is very similar this occasion to 
me to one in the House when the bonus of $600 was granted to the members 
and when four of the members in the House approved the motion of My. 
Nickle and afterwards when the Prime Minister threw a wrench in the cog 
and Mr. Nickle finished the thing, and then those four men ducked right 
away and they said, we are going to take it. The majority rules here. 
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This resolution will not help the Attorney General at all. This resolu- 
tion does not mean anything at all, so far as the general public is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. Watxer: Well, what are you afraid of ? 

Memper: What are you worrying about then ? 

Mr. Pinarp: I am only worrying about you just now. An action on 
his part not only to whitewash the Attorney General that doesn’t need it at 
all, because we each have our opinion of the honourable gentleman. We’ all 
know it was impossible for the honourable gentleman to go down and hire 
men for the enforcement. of the Ontario Temperance jiveoe We all know it 
was in the hands of Mr. Ayearst and the License Board. Still he is re- 
sponsible as minister of the Crown. But how far? Personally he is not. 
He is probably as the man administering a department. My honourable 
friend says what am I afraid of. Nothing whatever. My honourable friend 
the Attorney General is afraid of nothing, I am sure. If that is all that is 
going to take you away from Heaven I would like to hold myself up by one 
of his legs. I would be sure to go there myself. 


And there is not a chance for any citizen of this Province not to have 
his own opinion. They all have it and they will know that it is possible 
to hold one gentleman responsible for one thing that is done except as direc- 
tor of his department. - But he has one job, and that is to put them out, these 
men under his direction, sack them, fire them, and have men of better char- 
acter, if possible, to enforce the law. If there was a motion of this kind from 
the honourable member for Parry Sound asking, supporting or requesting 
the honourable the Attorney General, in finding the report of this Committee 
to the House, or in sending the report of this Committee to the House, ask- 
ing the Attorney General to investigate himself whatever evidence was given 
and use what is sometimes commonly called in publie life, political life es- 
pecially, use the axe, cut off the heads of men that are only under suspicion 
just now. 


It is a hard thing, the honourable the Attorney General knows and ev- 
ery man knows, it is a ie d thing when you have got to deal with men giving 
evidence who Hide perjured themselves, who have been accused of all kinds 
of things and oftentimes sentenced fer them, and it is a hard thing for 
these men to be able to prove that certain men who are their bosses, hoe were 
their masters in the work to prove that these gentlemen who are the higher 
ones are guilty. But there is always a chance for a man in reading be- 
tween the lines to know if these men higher up are not guilty of such and 
should not be discharged. Some of them have been too long in the service, 
since the O.T.A. has been in force. Some of them have been, well, taken 
from certain positions of much higher character, and were satisfied to call 
down and regulate certain officers with regard to the enforcement of the On- 
tario Temperance Act. All those things are, I believe, of interest to the 
Committee. We must not look only at to-day. The honourable gentlemen 
who sit behind the Government, when they sit on the other side of the House 
and the same proposition might come up, would they be leased, knowing 
very well that much of these cases were proven, that each o. the accusations, 
I should say, had been proven? Would they like to see somebody away up 





“en 





> 


GEORGE VE APPENDIX No. 2. 857 





from Parry Sound’ or Guelph or somewhere else, would they be satisfied 
to see someone here with a motion trying to whitewash an administration 
that was wrong, and to a certain extent proven by the evidence given? 

So I for one would ask the Chairman to rule upon the main motion and 
to tell this Committee whether it is a motion that is in keeping with the 
duties and the regulations that govern the Public Accounts Committee. 

Tue Cuarrman: Do you want me to rule? 

Mr. Prnarp: Yes. 

Tue Cuairman: I must rule that the resolution is perfectly in order. 

Mr. Toumim: Then I appeal from the ruling of the Chair to the Com- 
mittee as to whether this resolution is in order or not. 

Upon the Chairman putting tho question, “Shall the chair be sustained,” 
the Committee by a vote of twenty-two to nine sustained the Chairman’s 
ruling. 

Tue Cuarrman: The vote will be upon the amendment. 

“Moved by Mr. Sinclair, seconded by Mr. Thompson; that this Com- 
mittee affirms its position under the rules and precedents as a Committee of 


“inquiry only into the Public Accounts of the Province and to report the evi- 


dence to the House. It is beyond its well recognized power to make findings 
on the evidence as proposed by the resolution.” 

Mr. Frercuson; Somebody has said here this morning— 

Mr. Hatz: A point of order. The Committee has declared on the 
ruling of the chair that the motion was in order. !' 

Mr. Frreuson: We voted on the ruling of the chair. Somebody has 
said that Mr. Lennox made certain allegations in the House, and that is 
quite true. Now it seems to me apparent to everybody that he is answerable 
to the House as a member of the House and not to any Committee of the 
House. Allegations are made in the House and one can look where he likes, 
every precedent and the procedure well established must appeal to the com- 
mon sense of everybody; the House is not in a position as a House to sit 
and take evidence as to these allegations. These things are taken by Com- 
mittees of the House, and the evidence taken and the evidence reported back 
to the House, and this is my point—to be dealt with in the House. Ap- 
parently when the report of this Committee goes back to the House the Chair- 
man will move the adoption of the report and then if anybody has any ob- 
jection to the adoption of the committee’s report then is the time and oppor- 
tunity to have it threshed out before the members of the House in the 
House, where Mr. Lennox is responsible and can be made answerable. 

This Committee I submit goes entirely beyond its function in attempt- 
ing to make a finding, when its plain duty is only to investigate, and to get 
the evidence as it comes in investigation. I don’t propose to argue. We all 
heard a lot of evidence I am sure even the Attorney General felt was a sur- 
prise and revealed a shocking condition of affairs. . 

It will be a matter for the public to decide whether Mr. Lennox is war- 
ranted in making the allegations he did or whether the Attorney General 
is to be exculpated altogether, but I do say we are digressing very seriously 
from what is the proper function of a Committee of the House, because 
everybody recognizes that the Government has a majority on all piri 
tees, and only those on this Committee are in a position to get up and dis- 
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cuss this matter here. Members of the House who are not present here 
have no voice in the matter. So you are confining any discussion there is 
to the voice of the members who happen to be on the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. The matter is one for the House to discuss and to pronounce upon, 
beeause the public in the last analysis will be the jury who will decide. 

T am strongly of the view that the amendment of Mr. Sinclair should 
be carried by this Committee. 

Mr. Nrexie: [ move an amendment to the amendment :— 

‘Moved by Mr. W. F. Nickle, seconded by Mr. C. H. Buckland,— 

“That all the words after the word ‘that’ be struck out and the following 
substituted therefor :— 

“That this Committee report the evidence taken in reference to the 
charges of the Member for North York against the Attorney General and 
his Department to the House for consideration and action.” 7 

Mr. Warxer: As a matters of course it would be reported in the Chair- 
man’s report. ; 

Mr. Hiti: During this whole discussion, Mr, Chairman, it has been 
apparent to me that we are adopting a precedent to-day that ‘possibly mem- 
bers of this Committee in favour of the main motion do not appreciate. We 
are estabhshing a precedent that will be followed many years to come. It 
has never been done before. You are in the majority. So far as the public 
are concerned the adoption of this report has no effect at all. Evervbody 
knows, as the honourable member for Grenville says, that the majority on 
all committees are supporters of the Government. The adoption of this does 
not affect one person’s opinion. It has absolutely no effect whatever. But 
you are establishing a precedent. Now that precedent will be followed in 
other Committees hereafter, and you do not know what you are precipitating, 
and we cannot appreciate what it will lead to in the future. If you want to 
go ahead and pass it all very well; you have the power. But you are doing 
something that I don’t really think you appreciate. 

Mr. Hawt This is an age of precedents. i don’t belong to any party 
that savs “as it was in the beginning, is now, world without end.” We are 
living in an age of progress. We are learning new things and we are deter- 
mined to carry on the Government of this country in an efficient fashion. 
Why should we go back to the dark ages and say, “They did not do this 
and we won’t do it now.” There are men who are of political faith that is 
because it was that way in the beginning it shall not be now. That is not 
progress and J am for progress, and I want to say there is no chance for any 
member of this Committee to try and say we are doing what is wrong. 

Col. Lennox chose this Committee as the medium through which he 
would sustain his charges against the Attorney General and I for one main- 
tain that he has utterly failed in doing this as against the Attorney Gen- 
eral personally, and it is a personal matter with me. A’man has the onus 
of going out from this Government and proving that he has not been guilty of 
the charges laid against him. I say it should not be so, that this Committee 
should show what they think about it, and I want to say in spite of the legal ’ 
opinion against me, that with me it is still a matter of right or wrong, and I 
think we should exonerate the Attorney General from these charges which 
have not been sustained. 
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THE CuairmAn: The vote shall be upon the amendment to the am- 
endment— 

Mr. Tormie: Before the question is put, I would like to call attention 
to the fact that this is a matter that deals very personally with the Attorney 
General and [ would like to know whether the Attorney General himself 
desires this motion, this main resolution, to be passed. As I said before this 
is a matter that deals very directly with the Attorney General and I for one 
believe that the decision of this Committee will have very little effect. 

Mr. Hatz: Then why worry? 

Mr. Totmie: And that it will have very little effect on the country, 
and very many will look on it as simply a whitewash of largely members of 
his own party. And I think that that is putting the Attorney General in 
wrong possibly before the Committee, before the House, and before the 
country. — | 

I believe myself—I am quite sincere in saying that I believe the At- 
torney General would be a bigger man if he were to say, “No, ! don’t wish 
this Committee by a biased vote to pass a resolution of this kind.” 

Hon. Mr. Raney: I appreciate very keenly the solicitude of the mem- 
ber for Windsor for the Attorney General. I have had many instances, this 
is not the first one, of that nice appreciation of the Attorney General. At 
the same time I was taught in my youth to beware of gift-bearing Greeks 
and I think that meets this case. 

Mr. Lennox dragged me before this Committee. The first day when 
he began there was one whole session occupied and I paid no attention at all. 
After that I thought I had better come and look after myself. I have been 
here every session since. | 

I am in the hands of the Committee. JI suppose the honourable mem- 
ber for: Windsor would say I am in the hands of my friends—and my en- 
emies also. Let them settle that between them. I take no part at all. 

Mr. Evans: The honourable member for Grenville made the statement 
that the Government was in the majority. The Government is not in the 
majority. 

Tur CHAIRMAN: 
ment. 

Mr. Curry: 
and vote for the first resolution. 


Mempers: No, no. P irpatann | 
PREMIER Drvry: Well, Mr. Chairman, if it is in order at this stage. 
WV. ° 


I would like to say a word or two in regard to the question before the Cae 
mittee. It seems to me that this 1s a peculiar question. A iene is made 
by the honourable member for North York in the House. v ma sah a 
charge of administration but of maladmuinistration. It was a direct charge 


against the Attorney General im. Satie 
Poe Ric ‘ei Sr ae acanlerdlly worded. Very carefully worded, 
iad » eae shite. donne ‘General, practically with his know- 
1 a Fe cont Lehi were thugs and criminals in the enforcement of 
sere, A ea, sbrarits Act. I am reading from the Mail and HLmpire 
the Ontario ¢ 


report: ‘ 


The vote will be on the amendment to the amend- 


In regard to that question anybody could vote for that 
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‘With full responsibility as a member of this House I shall show that 
not only does the Attorney General give employment to thugs and criminals, 
but I say further, with all the emphasis that I can command, that these men 
were kept and are being kept to-day by the Attorney General assisting him 
in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite under- 
stand the administrator of a Department being deceived by his officials and 
servants, that is inevitable; but I cannot conceive nor will the public con- 
done any minister keeping in his employ men that have been convicted and 
served terms to his knowledge in the enforcement of the Ontario Temper- 
ance Act.” 

Mr. Frreuson: Why don’t you take the Globe’s report ? 

Mr. Nickie: The Globe has a different one. 

Premrer Drury: We heard what was said in the House, and what is 
the good of equivocating in the matter. 

Mr. Nickie: I rise to a point of order. I want the word ‘“equivoca- 
> withdrawn. 

Premier Drury: Well, I will withdraw it. Yes, what is the use of 
beating around the bush. J suppose that is better. It probably means about 
the same thing. 

Mr. Nickie: But does it? 

Premirr Drury: I have wished to protest more than once against the 
abuse of the privilege of members in the House. We have had more than 
one instance of it during this session. Here was a statement made not 
against the Department, but against the Attorney General in person—a_ per- 
sonal charge that he employed men whom he knew were thugs and criminals 
in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act. And if the Committee 
is worth anything, surely we can give our opinion. 

The Government has not a brutal majority on the Committee. The 
Government has not a majority at all. When you take out the Chairman 
the members are equally divided between the Opposition and the Govern- 
ment, and surely this Committee ought to have character enough to say 
whether the charge preferred and investigated in this Committee is a charge 
that is proven or not. 

The evidence that has been taken is not of much use to the man in the 
country. He cannot see it; cannot read it. I cannot read through it all. It 
is a distinct charge— 

Mxemper: How can we pass on it then this morning? 

Premirr Drury: You cannot read the whole of it, I am merely say- 
ing. Surely this Committee ought to pronounce on the question that is 
referred to it. 

Mr. Nickie: Will you read the last part of that resolution and you 
will see what is confronting us? 

‘PremirR Drury (reading): “Therefore, this public Accounts Com- 
mittee hereby expresses implicit confidence in the Honourable the Attorney 
General and in his administration of the Ontario Temperance Act.”’ 

,“And this Committee hereby authorizes and instructs the chairman to 
embody a copy of this Resolution in his Report to the House.” 

Mr. Nicxzse: The lines ahead :— 

Premier Drury (reading): “And whereas we, the members of the 


ting’ 


‘ 
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Public Accounts Corimittee of the Provincial Legislature, after hearing the 
evidence submitted by the member for North York and by the Honourable 
the Attorney General are of the opinion that no evidence has been produced 
to prove the said charge, but that on the contrary, the Honourable the Attor- 
ney General has proved by his own and other evidence including the pro- 
duction of numerous memoranda of instructions and letters, that he has 
taken every precaution to see that only men of good record are employed 
in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act.” 

Mr. Nickie: That is where we split. 

Premier Drury: That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. Frrcuson: You have heard only just a portion of the evi- 


dence. You have only been here on one or two occasions. 


Premier Drury: I read a good deal. 

Mr. Fercuson: And a number of others are in the same position; yet 
you propose to pronounce a verdict. | 

Premier Drury: I have watched it and followed it carefully. 

Premier Drury: Now a little while ago it was said that the extract 
T read, the utterances of the member for North York, were taken from an 
unreliable report. I have a copy of The Globe and it is practically identical. 
The section is headed, “employes criminals.” ‘With full responsibility as 
a member of this House,” ete. “I shall show that not only does the At- 
torney General give employment to thugs and criminals, but I say further 
with all the emphasis I can command that these men were kept and are being 
kept to-day by the Attorney General assisting him in the enforcement of the 
Ontario Temperance Act. I can quite understand the administrator of a 
Department being deceived by his officials or his servants; that is inevitable; 
but I cannot conceive, nor will the public condone any Minister keeping in 
his employ men that have been convicted and have to his knowledge served 
terms in the enforcement of the Ontario Temperance Act.” 

Premier Drury: What more do you want? A personal charge. 

The amendment to the amendment was then defeated by a vote of 
twenty-three to eleven. 

The amendment was defeated by twenty-three to thirteen. 

The main motion was carried by a vote of twenty-four to nothing. 

During the vote, Mr. Dewarr said: For reasons I have already stated 
I decline to vote. 

And Mr. Nicxte: For reasons given this morning I decline to vote. 

And Mr. Totmre: Following the precedent of the Attorney General 
I decline to vote. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 


The Committee resumed at 9.30 A.M., Friday, June 2, 1922, Chairman 
Watson presiding. 

The Minutes of the last Meeting, June 1, 1922, were read and con- 
firmed. : 

. . > 

Myr. Dewart asked that the motion regarding Workmen’s Compensation 
matters. carried on the 26th of April, should be read. The secretary read 
the motion. as follows: “Moved by Mr. Dewart. seconded by Mr. Sinclair: 
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That Samuel Price, Chairman of the Workmen’s Compensation Board 
(Salary $10,000 per annum), W. B. Wormwith, Secretary ($4,758.34 per 
annum) and D. E. Bell, Medical Officer ($4,383.33 per annum) employees 
of the Province under the Workmen’s Compensation Act be summoned to 
appear before the Public Accounts Committee on the 5th day of May 1922, 
at the hour of 10 a.m. to give evidence with reference to the items charged 
regarding the Workmen’s Compensation Act ‘in the Public Accounts at 
pages, J.39 to 43; D.90, E.58, G.15, H.41 to 42, H.71, 1.10 and N.73, anil 
also to produce and show to the Committee all accounts, reports, information, 
correspondence or other documents relating to the thirty-one doctors referred 
to in the answer of the Minister of Labour upon Page 319 of the Votes and 
Proceedings of the present Session, and particularly to give evidence as to 
the inefficient service, neglect or unreliability in giving necessary reports 
and information, rendering of exorbitant or padded and dishonest accounts 
or other cause and which were not considered to be conducive to the proper 
administration of the Act and show why the doctors so blacklisted by the 
Roard while in good standing as physicians should have been so dealt with.” 


“Carried.” (Sgd.) “Enear Warson,” 


“Chairman.” — 
April 26th, 1922. “] 


Mr. Dewart: Mr. Chairman, do you think either the Premier or mv- 
self thought yesterday to ask permission to have this Committee sit during 
the sittings of the House, so that I take it we have no power to sit this morn- 
ing after the House opens, and I would suggest that I open my inquiry and 
eet under way as far as possible, and then ask for an adjournment until — 
Tuesday, because I do not know what business is coming before the House 
to-day. I would have no objection, myself, to sitting on Monday. 

Tur Cuarrman: It is pretty hard to get a quorum on Monday. We 
have never sat on Mondays. 

Mr. Duwart: Supposing we were to sit on Tuesday at nine. 

Tur Cwarrman: You won’t get the members here by nine. 
Mr. Mcatrine: Won't that be to decide after we get through this 
morning ¢ 
Mr. Dewart: Well, I do not want to go on aiter eleven o’clock, because 
we have no power to do that. 

Mr. Mcanrine: It might not be necessary to sit at all. 

Mr. Dewart: There are other witnesses I propose to ask for this morn- 
ing, some of the doctors, to hear what they have to say. I think I can sum- 
marize to some extent; I have something to go on with this morning. Would 
you mind saying Tuesday % 

Tun Cuarrman: Tuesday at 9.30, then. 





Ssmunn Pricz, Sworn. 

Examined by Mr. Dewart: 

Q.—Mr. Price, vou are the Chairman of the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Board? | 

A.—yYes, Mr. Dewart. 





a 
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Q.—And have béen since when ? 

A.—Since the inception of the Act, in July 1914, I think I was 
appointed. 

Q.—And you have two commissioners with you, Mr. H. J. Halford, 
who succeeded Mr. A. W. Wright as Vice Chairman ? 


n= es. 
Q.—And Mr. George A. Kingston as commissioner ? 
x. Y es, 


Q.—How long has Mr. Halford been on the Board ? 

A.—I do not know that I can give you the exact. date. October last, 
the secretary tells me. It was about that time, so I think that is correct. 

Q.—That would appear from the Public Accounts, because he is cre- 
dited with only one quarter month’s salary before the 31st of October, so 
the appointment would apparently be in October. I see you have a fairly 
extensive staff ? 

A.—Something like ninety members. 

Q.—Is the staff divided into departments ? 


ee Oe | 
Q.—Dealing with different branches of the work ? 
A.— Yes. , 


Q.—Would you outline briefly what the system is and the division into 
departments, so that we will know how the work is handled 

A.—There are of course the two sides to our work: one side, the collec- 
tion of necessary money; for that we have the Assessment Department, as 
we call it. Then we have for the handling of claims the Claims Depart- 
ment. Then we have the Medical Department, as we call it, three doctors. 
We started with one and now we have three doctors. Then we have what 
we call. for want of a better name, the Finance Department, to attend to 
the routine work, so to speak, of receipts and payments. They receive the as- 
sessments as they are paid and keep account of them, and they issue cheques 
for the compensation that is awarded. 

Q.—In what respects do the duties of the Assessment Department with 
respect to the collecting differ from the duties of the Finance Department 
with reference to the receiving of assessments 4 . 

A.— Well. the Assessment Department really does not do the collecting. 
They merely rate and issue and send out the assessment notices. Then we 
have a collector who is charged with the duty of watching and following up 


delinquents. 

Q.—Who is the collector ? 

A.—At the present time Mr. J ohn Scott. 

Q.—Let me see where he comes in in the Roll of Fame? 

A.—He has not been very. long in that position. Mr, Chambers was 
his predecessor, but Mr. Chambers left us. ans 

Q.—Mr. George Chambers, who is listed as payroll auditor ¢ 

A.—He was, ves, at one time. | 

Q.—I see that he appears to have retire 


, ] 9 
-eredited with eleven and a half months’ pay ‘ 
a see I do not know the date, but that will be correct. I should 
; J b) 


have mentioned, Mr. Dewart, that we have what we call a Medical Aid 
2) ‘ t 
38—J-22-v2. 


d in October, because he is only 


864 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 





Department, whose duty it is to see as to the medical aid provisions, pro- 
viding artificial limbs, and they also check up the doctors’ accounts. 
Q.—Then would you give us an idea—I am not so particular now with 


reference to the way in which the moneys are collected, because that is pretty _ 


well set out in the Act, is it not? 

A.— Yes, 

Q.—But I am more anxious to find out as to the working of the Act 
so far as claims are concerned and how they are taken up and considered; 
would you outline briefly, Mr. Price, what the procedure is when a claim 
is received or when notification of an injury is received, when some person 
claims to come under the provisions of the Act? 

A.—The employer is required under the Act to send us notice within 
three days. When we receive notice from the employer, or if the first notice 
comes from anybody else—the claimant, or it may be the doctor, it may be a 
friend—on receiving word that there has been an accident. from any source 
we send out a circular letter—we have forms, of course, as much as possible 
—to the workman enclosing a blank form—form, that is what we call it—to 


be filled in by himself, telling how this accident happened, telling what his © 


wages were, because the compensation is based on that, and answering other ~ 
questions as to himself. We also send a workman, in the same letter, a blank ~ 


form, Form 8, to have the doctors fill up and report to us as to the nature 


of the injury and other details. We at the same time notify the employer, — 
if it is not the employer who has given us the notice, we immediately com- 
municate with him and require him to send us in the necessary report Form © 
7. Ordinarily we ask for the three reports; one from the workman, one _ 


from the doctor, one from the employer. 


Mr. Dewarr: Have you blank forms of these reports that might be — 


filed for convenience ! | 

A.—Yes. Of course the claim files would show them. 

Q.—I wanted something that we could keep? | 

A.—We will have that on Tuesday, the blanks for all the claims. 

Q.—Those three, six, seven, and eight? 

A.—Yes. a 

Q.—The Workman’s Form is six, and the one for the doctor is eight 
and the one for the employer is seven ? 

A.—Our practice is to send the doctor’s form to the workmen to take 
to the doctor. 

@.—Yes, I see these various forms in, but they are all filled up? 

A.—Yes; I could send down now. 


Q.—Not necesssary sir; we have the samples here for reference this — 


morning. I see that there are a number of cases that are referred to which 


came under the law before there was the right to give compensation for 


periods of less than seven days ? 

A.—If I might interrupt, possibly, what you were asking me awhile ago 
would be best covered by this little pamphlet that we issue, and always send to a 
workman, which outlines our procedure. | | 


@.—Is this the same as appears in the preface to the Act consolidated 
in 19202. | 
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A.—Yes sir, except this is up to-date. There are a few little changes. 
We send that to every workman that is injured. That goes with the first letter 


_ so that he will know what his rights are, what the procedure is. 


Q.—Before taking up the medical department, have you any legal de. 
partment ? ; i na ais 
A.—No, we have not what we call a legal department. The Secretary 
happens to be a lawyer, and the Claims Agent in fact is a lawyer,. but we have 
no legal department. 
Q.—By the Claims Agent do you mean Mr. Hancock? 
A.—Yes; he has been with us from the beginning. Z 
Q.—That is the gentleman to whom you refer as a lawyer? 
A.—Yes, and Mr. Wormith, the secretary. | 
Q.—You have no legal department to deal with the legality of claims 


_or to settle matters as to the interpretation of the Act other than in the way 


you have mentioned ? | ray 

A.—No. Mr. Hancock, of course, makes recommendations as to the legal- 
ity of the claims as they come through, that is his duty. Perhaps it, would 
make it.clearer to. you Mr. Hancock handles all the routine claims, but if there 
is a claim of special difficulty that is set aside; it usually comes to myself, and 


it is laid on the table for the Board’s consideration, or it is left with the sec- 


retary to look after any point that may arise in connection with it, and it is 
taken up and discussed then by the full Board. We call those in our office 


special claims, something out of the ordinary. 


Q.—Then I understand Mr. Price, that it is the practice of your Board 
to refuse to entertain claims that come through a lawyer representing or pur- 
porting to represent the claims ? oe 

A.—We do not refuse to entertain a claim coming through a lawyer; we 


act on notice of an accident, no matter from what source we may receive the 
information, but we do not feel that a lawyer’s services are necessary, and’ we 






i 


| 


~ 


through agents of any kind. 


| prefer to deal direct with the claimant. 


Q.—So that the effect of your practice is to make it impossible for a 
claimant to press his claim through a lawyer even if he desires to do it? 

A.—We try to avoid having lawyers representing claimants. - °" 

Q.—Is it not the fact that you practically ignore the lawyer after the’ claim 
has been received and refuse to allow him to act? 

A—We do not want to carry on communications through a lawyer, and 
we won’t, if we can help it. a ‘ 
Tun Cuarrman: Why do you refuse to act through a lawyer ¢ 

A.—Simply because it 1s not necessary, and the claimant will be put to 
expense which he does not need to be put to. If his claim is a good one it will 
be allowed, if it is not a good one it does not make any difference who is 
supporting it. | ; 

basis ita So that as a matter of practice— . 

A.—Of course it 1s any agency. We would rather deal with lawyers if we 

had to deal with agents at all, than other agents. The rule is againat dealing 


£ fact I understand you refuse to enter into corres- 


.—But as a matter 0 rstanc 
: ng in clients’ interests after you receive 
7 


pondence with lawyers who are acti 


the claim ? 


3 
‘ 
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A.—That, I suppose, is substantially correct, but what happens is this, if 
a lawyer writes us about a claim we tell him that the rule of the Board is 
always to deal with the claimant direct so far as possible, but we generally 
end it up by giving the information which he wants. I think we did that with 
yourself, if I remember right. 

- Q—I managed to get an audience with the Board on another matter, 
and so, I believe, was able to introduce my client’s case. : 

A.—We have not any objections to lawyers. 

Q.—But I think in that case you refer to, since you speak of my personal 
experience of the Board, you remember you had not entered into any discus- 
sion with me or rather declined to do it, but I received a private audience when 
I was discussing another matter, and then I think I was able to get some sub- 
stantial redress, some $60 for personal service ? 

A.—You appeared in some third party matter. But it only relates to- 
claims. There are other matters in which we do have lawyers appear betore 
us. I do not want to leave the impression that we have any objection to dealing 
with lawyers. 

Q.—The expression is very prevalent, having regard to the way in which 
lawyers have found themselves treated ? . 

_. A.—Well, we do not want to offend them, but we do not want them to be 
putting the workman to unnecessary expense. 7 | 

Hox. Mr. Rotzo: Is it not true that one of the benefits of the present 
Compensation Act over the old system is to avoid the services of courts and. 
lawyers? | ; 

A.—Yes, the Act has an express provision for the exclusion of lawyers. 

Mr. Dewart: They are very progressive people up there ? 

_. A.—I would be sorry to have the lawyers think we had any discourtesy 
to them. That is not the foundation of the matter at all. We want to avoid un-- 
necessary expense. f. 3 

Mr. Murpocx: You simply treat them the same as any other agent? 

A.—Yes; and if we had to have agents I would rather have lawyers than 
other agents. 

Mr. Dewart: As a matter of fact you rather taboo all agents ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Murpocx: I think it would be well to amend the Act on the same 
lines as Manitoba and be progressive. | 

Mr. Dewart: The lawyers think there is no need for amending the law. 
T was more anxious to take up the medical side of the case previously to-— 
was jt 1921 that the Act was passed that allowed compensation where the dis- | 
ability existed for less than. seven days ? 

A.—What you are getting at is the inception of the medical aid. 

Q.—I was asking first, there was an amendment of the law in reference 
to giving compensation where the injury was less than ten days ? 

_. §.—There is no compensation for less than seven days; there is medical 
aid provided for less than seven days, but no compensation. , 

Q.—That amendment was in 1920? 

A.—No sir; the medical aid was passed, came into effect 1st July 1917. 
That provision provided for only one month’s medical aid. In 1919 the law 
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was amended so that all the medical aid necessary as a result of the accident was 
to be given. | 

Q.—Even if the period of disability were less than seven days? 

A.—Yes; it never made any difference how long the disability was as 
to the medical aid. | 

Q.— I was suggesting that your recollection was in error, because my 
impression was in about 1919 an amendment was put through under which 
doctors who would previously not be entitled to compensation for medical aid 
where the period of disability was less than seven days were allowed com- 
pensation ? } 

A.—Oh no sir; the first medical aid provision was passed in 1917. 

Hon. Mr. Rorrto: When the Act was first introduced there was no 
medical aid ? 

A.—Down to the 1st July 1917. 

Q.—For the first thirty days ? 

-A.:—Then in July 1917 one month’s medical aid not exceeding one month 
was provided for; in 1919 the limitation was swept away and full medical aid 
was to be provided. | 

Mr. Dewarr: Is that the effect of section 44a as you interpret it, sub- 
section 1: | 

“Every workman entitled to compensation under this part, or who would 
have been so entitled had be been disabled for seven days, shall be entitled to 
such medical and surgical aid and hospital and skilled nursing services” ete. 

Ts there not still there a seven day limit ? cay 

A.—The doctor gets paid for every case where medical aid is necessary, 
even if the workman does not lay up at all. 

Hon. Mr. Rotto: But the workman gets no compensation unless he 
has been disabled for seven days ? ‘G3 

'A.— Correct. FEAR} 

Mr. Dewarr: When you get a claim from a workman, or a claim is a 
in for him, you usually are notified of who the doctor 1s who has given first aid 

A.—Yes. That was called for in the Form. 

Q.—And naturally you communicated with him? | 

A.—Yes sir; we send them a Form with a circular also on the back of 
the schedule, printed on the back, and that goes to the doctor in every case. 

Q.—I think there is a blank of that put in with these papers this morn- 
ing @ | 

A.—I can give you one of those (produces). | 

.— is this? 

Pen ahie ike doctor’s account, Form 92, which 1s sent out to the doctor 
at once when we get notice of the claim if we are given the name . the 
doctor; but the doctor is told on the back that if it is found later that the case 
is not one found under the Act he will be notified to that effect. 

Q.—This can be ST a as an ad 

E rm 92, Doctor's Account. Ge 

Sige take toni Doctor’s Account rs igen it would not be sent in 

i : -doctor’s services had been completed ‘ 
arr ibe i ous be correct unless the attendance stretches over more than 


a month, we ask the doctors to render accounts monthly. 
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Q.—I see on the back you have a memo of medical and surgical fees ; 
how are those medical and surgical fees determined, and under what statutory 
authority—what statutory authority is there for fixing these amounts ? 

A.—The amounts are not fixed by Statute. 

he —What statutory authority is there for the Board fixing them ? 

A.—Section 44a, sub-section 6: 

, “The fees or charges for such medical aid shall not be more than would 
be pr operly and reasonably charged to the workman if himself paying the bill, 
and, except in the case of an employer individually liable and himself furnish: 
ing ine medical aid, the amount thereof shall be fixed and determined by the 
Board, and no action for any amount larger than that axed by the Board shall 
he in respect of any medical aid herein provided for’? 

Q.—That would apply to the charges in a particular case, but what I was 
asking was rather what is the authority for the fixing of the schedule of medical 
and surgical fees on the back of the Form of Doctor’s Account ? 

A.—There is no specific authority. The doctors urged very strongly that 
we should fix the schedule, and it was I think felt by the Board and every- 
body it was the proper thing to do. 

Tue Cuarrman: This says: “It ‘has been approved by the Council of the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario” ? 

A.— Yes. 

- Mr. Dewart: What about that ? 
-A.—What happened was this. The medical aid provision came into effect 

1st July 1917; some mention was made of providing a schedule and fixing a 
schedule, but the Board thought that it would be better to wait a little and see 
how the bills came in. We got experience so to speak, for some seven months, I 
think then we had conferences with the Executive chiefly through the Presid- 
ent Dr. Crane at that time of the Medical Council, and after a good many 
attendances between him and our own doctors and the Board we agreed tentat- 
ively upon a schedule, and Dr. Crane submitted it to the Executive of the 
Medical Council. They approved of it in March 1918. In June 1918 when 
the full Council met in Annual Convention they confirmed the approval. 

Q.—This schedule has not been revised since that time ? 

A.—No, but in September 1919 the Board really without any request part- 
icularly from anybody added 20%. The practice is for the doctor to make out 
his. acount according to the schedule, and when our officers check it over and as- 
certain the total they simply add their 20%. We thought it was better to do that 
rather then open up the schedule again, which of course was a contentious | 
matter, naturally. 

Tur Cuarrman: 20% added to this schedule ? 

. A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: What is the date of that ? 

A.—September 1919, after the schedule had been working a little over a 
year. 

i Hon. Mr. Mitts: Would you permit me a question; is this schedule of 
fees in addition to any fees the doctor might receive through deductions made 
from the month’s wages of men—you know there are quite a large number of 
men who contribute $1 or $1.50 and get other medical attention. This schedule 
of fees is in addition ? 
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A.—We do not take any cognizance of what the doctor may get from any 
Benefit Society. 

Q.—Other sources ? 

_ A.—No. Of course if the workman pays the doctor, we tell him not to, but 
if he should pay the doctor then it is a question of refunding to the workman 
what he has paid the doctor, if it is a proper case. , 

Mr. Dewarr: I take it the benefit fees would be practically an insurance 
that the workman would receive attention for minor disabilities or sickness ? 

A.—It is very common. , 

Q.—That would not cover injuries of the kind that are referred to here? 

A.—It generally covers sickness; it might cover both. 

Hon. Mr. Roxro:. It is also a guarantee to the doctor that he is going to 
get paid for his work when he gets paid by the Board? 

A.—I have paid those fees myself for many years. 

Hon. Mr. Mitzus: I know three doctors I have in mind received $30,000 
in one year; 25” of that they paid the hospital, that would be about $7500 ? 

A.—For one doctor ? : 

Q.—No, there were three of them, and they paid towards the hospital 
certain cases— 

Mr. Dewart: That has nothing to do with this class of work. Most of 
these fees are for amputations, fractures, dislocations, operations, and so 
on—the first fifty-seven items cover that, and then there are the items for 
visits and attendances. I noticed running over some few of the files that 
injuries such as cutting of tendons——a man had an injury to his arm and 
eut the tendons, and they had to be sutured and treated, how would such 
a case as that be dealt with in fixing the amount that the doctor would 
receive, is that something that would really be in the discretion of the 
Board apart from schedule altogether ? 

A.—Of course the schedule does not and cannot provide for every 
contingency, and where it does not specifically provide what the fee is we 
have to fix the fee. Of course our officers have to fix a fee as they think 
just in the circumstances of the particular case; and of course the schedule 
Mr. Dewart is elastic; for instance item seventy, we could hardly work with 
a schedule that was not to some extent elastic, item seventy says, “Fees higher 
than those specified in the schedule will be approved when in the opinion of 
the Board circumstances so warrant; and sixty-nine I think answers your 
question ‘Fees for services not covered by the above schedule are to be in 
corresponding proportion to the fees specified.” ving 

Q.—Taking a claim that has come in where it 1s reported that a certain 
doctor has attended the injured person, what procedure 1s followed then, do 
vou retain the services of the doctor who has been called in or who is in 
attendance upon the injured person ? 4 

A.—I do not know that I just catch your question. an 

Q.—When a claim comes in from a workman who has been injured 
and the name of the doctor is given who has given first aid or who is 10 
attendance, do you then retain the services of that doctor—what 1s your 

2 | 
Bie i ois cayty we do; we have issued instructions on that in the pe 
which employers are required to keep posted up in all working places, also 
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in this little booklet which I showed you which is sent to every workinan when 
a claim comes in, and unless it is a doctor that has not in some previous 
eases been found satisfactory, we accept the doctor who is in attendance. 
The instructions are that, in the absence of any direction by the Board, the 
employer and the workman are to choose the doctor jointly; they are to 
agree, If they do not agree it is submitted to the Board for a decision. 
This is a copy of the poster and the instructions are also printed on the back 
of the little booklet telling the workman and telling the employer what to 
do in case of accident. 
Q.—So I might put this on the notes, so as to save it going in: 


“THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
ONTARIO 


“Workmen injured by accident, in their employment, are entitled to first 
aid, or necessary medical aid, and, if disabled from work for seven days or 
more, to compensation. 

“Tie WorKMAN is required to— 

“Notify the employer at once of the injury: Ask for first aid, where 
proper; Arrange with employer for medical aid if necessary; Have report 
forms received from Board promptly attended to. 

“Tur EMPLOYER is required to— 

“Notify the Board within three days of every accident disabling a work- 
man or necessitating medical aid; Provide first aid according to the regula- 
tions; Assist in arranging for a doctor where necessary; Provide ambulance 
or transportation to doctor, home, or hospital, where necessary.” 

A.—The ambulance, the employer must do at his own expense. 

Mr. Dewart: Is he not reimbursed for that ? 

A.—No sir. That is under a special clause in section forty-four. 

Q.—Even if the workman has to pay for his transportation the employer 
has to reimbuse him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—(Continues reading poster) “Furnish the Board promptly with re 
ports and information as prescribed or requested. 

“Any workman entitled to compensation who does not receive claim 
forms promptly, should write the Board. | 

“Legal assistance 1s not necessary. 

“The workman is not to pay the doctor for services or reports under 
the act. : 

“Tn fatal accidents the workman’s dependents are entitled to compensa- 
tion. ; 


“For further information or for copies or synopsis of the Act write 
the Board. : ud 
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THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BOARD, 


Normal School Buildings, Toronto, Ont. 


“Employers are required under the Act to keep this Poster posted up 
within easy access of all their workmen.” 


| A.—A fuller explanation of medical aid and practice and the law is 

given at pages six and seven of this little booklet, and as to the Board’s policy 
regarding medical aid and doctor that is explained at page sixty-one of 
our report for 1919, published in 1920. 

Q.—By the way, your 1921 report is not out yet? 

A.—Yes sir. 

Q.—I inquired for it awhile ago and I could not get it? 

A.—It is not out; it ought to be ready shortly. 

Q.—May I look at that? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—If a doctor who sends in the first report with reference to an in- 
jured workman is a doctor in good standing in the medical profession under 
the College of Physicians and Surgeons for Ontario, do you continue his 
services ? 

A.—Yes, unless we have found him unsatisfactory in previous cases. 

Q.—Unless you have found him unsatisfactory in previous cases ? 

A.—We consider, Mr. Dewart, that the attending doctor is practically 
and really an officer of the Board. 

-Q.—I think you said unless your previous experience had been such that 
you would not accept his services ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Who passes upon the qualification or right to serve of any doctor— 
have you a Medical Board or what medical assistant have you? 

A.—No, our Board determines that on the recommendations and advice 
and opinion of course of our own officers. 

Q.—I see your medical officers are:—Dr. W. E, Struthers, Dr. D. E. 
Bell, Assistant Medical Officer Dr. J. M. Bremner, and Medical, Aid Officer 
Mr. L. M. Miller—you have three doctors ? , 

A.—Mr. Miller is not a doctor. 

Q.—You have three, Dr. W. E. Struthers, Dr. D. EK. Bell, and Dr. J. 
M. Bremner; and are they the gentlemen on whose advice, medical practi- 
tioners, you act ? 

A.—I would not say always their advice, because the Board really act 
where the circumstances are felt to justify— 

-Q—What are the circumstances which in your opinion as Chairman 
of the Board justify you in refusing to accept the services and the report 
of a doctor ? , 

A.—There are various things; I don’t know that I could enumerate them 
all, but chiefly where we have found a doctor unreliable. There are not very 
many cases of that kind. We have sometimes found that padding their 
accounts, charging for services they did not render—that is one class of case. 
I am-glad to say not’a very numerous class, although there are quite a few. 
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Another thing we are not able to get proper reports from some doctors, failure 
to give us proper reports, or unsatisfactoriness in their reports, not giving 
ful! or necessary information. . 

Tue Cuarrman: You do not mean deliberately false ? 

A.—Sometimes; we have a number of such cases. We convicted one 
doctor for fraud. J think that covers it in a general way. 

Hon. Mr. Rotxo: Are not there some at their own request ? 

A.—Yes, a large number of them have practically discharged them- 
selves. Of this list of thirty-one there would: be quite a proportion of those 
who were dropped simply because they expressed themselves as not desiring to 
do work for us. ‘There was another heading I missed; a few cases of inefficient 
services. We deal with the matter just in the same way as we deal with the 
appointment of a member of our staff; we consider all the circumstances as 
to whether it is desirable in the best interests of the administration of the 
Act that a certain doctor should do our work. 

Tur Cuarrman: What is the general reason given by these doctors why 
they decline to act ? 


A.—Generally because the fees are not big enough, sometimes because 


they say we are asking for too many reports. 

Hon. Mr. Rorito: Apart from those that might refuse to do work for 
the Board are there any doctors what you might say suspended without being 
given an opportunity to explain? _ 

A.—I don’t think so now. There would be some doctors—perhaps an- 
other category I. should add—who failed to co-operate with the Board. Doctors 
like any other officer, must be sympathetic and must co-operate or we will not 
get good administration. 

Mr. Warren: Do you ever find a tendency for a doctor to overcharge 4 

A.—I could give you some very bad illustrations of overcharges, yes. 

Q.—I think that would be interesting to the Committee, those illustra- 
tions of over-charging ? | Ni a 

A.—We had, I just recall one case where a doctor saw a patient once 
and charged him one dollar and got the dollar, and then he found it was a 
Workmen’s Compensation Board case,,and he put in a bill to us for twenty 
dollars. We had another case—— 

Hon. Mr. Rorro: Did you ever find out that he paid any more than 
the one visit ? ae | 

A.—In that case there was only the one visit paid according to our 
information. 

Mr. Dewarr: Is that the case in which—I propose to go over some of 
these cases particularly— ? 

A.—TI don’t think that was a doctor that was stricken off as a matter 
of fact. I just happened to think of that one. Of course we have had 2 
few cases, I am glad to say not very numerous, where doctors have deliberatel: 
I will have to say, put in accounts including services they never rendered. 

I prefer as far as it is agreeable to Mr. Dewart and the Committee not to 
mention names of doctors, but I have the names I can supply. 


Mr. Dewarr: There are how many cases in which there are accounts for 


services never rendered—more than one? 
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A.—Oh, yes sir. I say services never rendered, they have charged for 
more attendance, a great many, than they gave, and for a kind of attendance 
and service that they did not give. 

Mr. Warren: Do you find that it ever happens that doctors send in a 
wrong diagnosis of a case ? 

A.—Yes. We must not blame them too readily for that, because we are 
all lable to be mistaken; but when they should know better we sometimes 
are inclined to suspect that it is deliberately done. 

Mx. Drewarr: If a doctor makes what is afterwards considered to be a 
wrong diagnosis of a case, is it not possible that that is a matter of honest 
mistake ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.— Where he has not a previous history of the case? | 

A.—Yes, In the majority of cases it would be an honest mistake.” 

Q.—Where you have a traumatic injury which causes inflammation and 
so on, it would be almost impossible without previous knowledge of the pre- 
vious history to diagnose, some trouble that might have been pre-existent? 

A.—Undoubtedly; if a doctor was infallible in his diagnosis he would 
be a very valuable man. | 

Q.—Have you not in some cases, simply because the doctor. did not 
report to you facts that could not be within his knowledge, as he had 
not attended, dropped them from your visiting lst? . 

A.—Not intentionally; we would not want to do that. 

Q.—Have you sorted out the thirty-one doctors that have been suspended 
by you? mioted 3 

A.—I have at your request—you call this a black list, we have no list 
really; we put this information together for you. I don’t think it was 
together before. : | adele 

Q.—Perhaps I had better have access to them and go over them, because 
as Mr. Price suggests, it might be unfair to some doctors to go into an investiga- 
tion of matters that might be prejudicial to them professionally 

A.—I have here, if you care to take it or look at it, a statement—of 
course this is only in brief, it wont give all the details in each case, but 
omitting the doctors’ names— : 

Q.—Are they numbered ! 

A.—Yes, they are numbered. 

Q.—Like other criminals? | 

A.—I don’t like to put it that way, because we owe a good deal to the 
doctors; we get good service from the majority of our doctors. | 

(Mr. Price hands list to Mr. Dewart). 

Q.—This is very complete 

A.—I have purposely left off the names of the doctors. 

Q.—That might go in; have you a duplicate copy of this ? iW 

A—I think I have one duplicate here. I would be glad to give’ you 
that one at all events. 

().—In how many cases 


will that be shown by this statement ) : si 
-- A= Bioht cases now. ‘There was one mentioned as pending, and tha 
ate 5S 


one was restored. He came in the other day and we had a little chat. 








have doctors who were suspended been reinstated, 
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Q.—So that the Rea suspension ‘hat would include twenty-three 
doctors ? 

A.—Net twenty-three, and a large portion of those I should say, to 
avoid misunderstanding, are doctors who have discharged themselves, so 
to speak. | 

Q.—When a doctor comes under your suspicion, shall I say, as to being 
unreliable in the way of padding accounts or charging for services that were not 
rendered or because of his failure to give proper reports or to give false re- 
ports, or in the third place for inefficient services, is his case reported to the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons or the Registrar Dr. Aikens ? 

A.—No, I think not as a rule. I believe some cases—in the case of one 
Doctor W. that was reported. I don’t recall whether we reported any 
others or not. | 

Q.—That was a case in which a charge was made for services that had 
not been rendered’? _ , 

A.—There was an actual conviction in the Courts. 

Q.—That came up here in Toronto? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I believe there was a conviction of the doctor, and he was allowed to 
go on suspended sentence ? 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Was he afterwards sapended by the Medical Council ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Did you bring that before the Medical Council before you brought 
it before the Courts ? 

A.--Noe 

Q.—Do you not think it would be fair to the doctors whom you have 
under suspicion or whose reports you have actually refused to accept, that 
their case should be reported to the Medical Council to be dealt with ? 


A.—I do not know that there would be any objection to that, but I ~ 
do not know that we should be bound by that. The responsibility is on us — 


in regard to providing proper medical aid. 

Q. —Are you a court of error without appeal ? 

A.—We would hardly send the appeal to the doctor’s organization any 
more than we would send a workman’s claim for compensation to a Labor 
organization. 

Q.—Is it not the fact that there is a Discipline Committee, a very efficient 
Discipline Committee appointed by the Medical Council which deals with 





all charges that are preferred against doctors, and deals with them very 


effectively ? 


A.—I understand in a general way there is; I am not really familiar 
with the details. 


Q.—Do you know of any profession that is more jealous with reference 


to the conduct of its members than the medical profession in the Province 
of Ontario ? 
A.—I could not say as to that. I might except the legal profession. 
Q.—I suppose we are equally so. 


. 


Hon. Mr. Rotro: You have no desire to ee a doctor of his right } 


to practice? 
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A.—We do not assume for a moment to do that; what we say is we 
won’t employ him. ~ | 

Q.—You have no desire to do it? 

A.—No; we have no power. ) 

Q.—You just say from your experience with him that he cannot do 
work for you any longer? | 

A.—We won’t employ him any longer. | 

Q.—Just the same as if I had a doctor that was not giving satisfaction 
I would get another doctor ? 

A.—Just the same. 

Mr. Dewart: Do you realize in the position you occupy as the Work- 
men’s Compensation Board your refusal to accept the reports of a doctor 
practically gives him a black eye so far as the whole of his clientele where 
he lives is concerned ? . 

: A.—I think not, Mr. Dewart; it is not a thing that would be generally 
nown. | 

Q.—Does not the Board take the most effectual way of making it known 
by notifying those who afterwards employ the same doctor that his services 
will not be accepted by the Board ? : 

A.—We do, but that is only an individual notice; and the doctor would 
be to blame himself if he undertakes to treat our cases after he has been 
told we do not want him. | | 

Q.—I have noticed in some of the few files that I have been’ able to 
go over that there is case after case in which after a doctor has incurred your 
displeasure or disfavor or disapproval you have notified others to whom he 
renders first aid that his services are not acceptable? 

A.—That was necessary to make the order effective. 

Q.—In those cases is the matter brought up for investigation in any 
way before any Board or tribunal that you have within the Workmen’s 
Compensation Board ? et ane ce 

A.—Do you: the mean the question as to whether we should continue 
to employ a certain doctor ? | 

Q.— Yes? | 

A.—They are dealt with by the Board itself, unless possibly there may 
be some cases where the doctor said he did not want to have our work, and 
then it would be a matter of routine to tell him. That might not come before 
the Board, although I think it generally comes. 

Q.—Have you special inquiries in some cases / | 

A.—I should have said there, to make it plain, that we notify the doctor 
concerned giving him an appointment fixing the time to consider the matter 
as to: whether we will further employ him. ; 

Q.—I notice in the case of Dr. S of Ottawa, that you notified the 
doctor, and apparently on December Ist 1920 you held an inquiry at Toronto; 
taking that as a case in which the matter of inquiry comes up, would you 
tell us what the course of procedure was so that we may get a general idea 
of the nature of inquiry; what page is that on? 

A.—It is on page 6 of this bald memorandum, No. 24. 

Q.-—That is the one I had time to run over; I want to know with re- 
ference to the opportunity of inquiry in that case, perhaps you would hand 
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Mr. Price the file in that case; I want to call your attention to that case and 
see how far we agree; that was a case of accident, on the 19th July 1920, 
and would you turn to Dr. S ’s report of August 13th, I think that is 
the first considered report ? 
A.—Yes, I have it. 
Q.—Is that the report in which he says there was six weeks’ aap 
and no previous defect? 
A.— Yes. 
Q.—It was a case in which there was pain and swelling of an organ ? 
A.—Yes. | 
--Q.—Resulting from falling on some crossbar or something, falling as- 
traddle a crossbar ¢ 
A.—Not resulting from a fall. 
Q.—That was the injury was it not? 
A.—That was not the view that we took of it, that our officers took of it. 
Q.—That is not the view you subsequently took ? 
_A.—Or- 
Q.—Just a moment ? 
A.—I do not recall all the details. 
Q.—At any rate, returning to that report of August 13th would you 
give us the details of that report—it is a very short one? 
A.—Yes. (Reads from report): 
1. When did the accident occur ? 
.  A-—July 19th, 1920. 
2.. State nature, extent and region of injury. 
A.—Orchitis due to a fall. ‘ 
3. Who rendered first treatment ? 
A.—Dr. Dover, July 19th, 1920. 
4, State your treatment. 
A.—Rest in bed; ice and other local and internal treatment. 
5. Does the injury wholly disable the claimant from work ? 
A.—Yes. 
6. How long should this injury disable claimant ? 
A.—Six weeks, 
7. Is the claimant now able to resume ani 
A.—WNo. 
8. Will there be any permanent injury resulting from the accident ? 
A.—Cannot say. 
9. Had he any previous physical defect ? 
A.—WNo. 
10. Is there any reason to suspect that this claim is not an honest one 


and free from misrepresentation or concealment ? 
A.—No. 








Q.—In that case he gave you the name of the doctor who had renderea 
first aid as Dr. Dover ? 

Yes. 

Q.—I see from the records that you communicated with several doctors, 
Dr. Dover, Dr. Davies, and Dr. Dobbie 2 
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A.—Dr. Dobbie was a referee. In cases of doubt the practice is in 
accordance with the Act to have the man go to an independent doctor. 

Q.—Did you get the opinion or did you write to Dr. Davies and Dr. 
Dover referring the case to Dr. Dobbie as referee ? . 

A.—We have a report from Dr. Dobbie; I do not see the correspondence 
in this file. | 

Q.—I saw a memorandum there that they had been written to ? 

A.—We have here though, I see, a letter from Dr. Dover. 

Q.—What is the date of that? 

A.—October 25th, 1920. 

Q.—What does he say? 

A.—He says: “On consulting my records find that I treated Dan Milks 
on July 19-20. My diagnosis then was an acute exacerbation of chronic 
tuberculosis of the organ. He gave a history of long standing swelling of 
the organ. .At the time I saw him a couple nodules were adherent to the 
skin. He volunteered the information that Dr. A. D. Davies had made 
the same diagnosis. | | 

“He did not report back for further treatment.” 

Q.—You got a report from Mr. Davies, and then you had a report before 
that I think from Dr. Dobbie, the referee, on October 13th ? 

A.—Yes, that is right. 

Q.—And Dr. Dobbie was practically in accord with what Dr. Dover 
had stated with regard to his previous. treatment? 

A.—Dr. Dobbie says “whether or not there was a blow I cannot state, 
having only the man’s statement, but the present condition corresponds to 
that described as being present on the 10th May 1920.” 

Q.—Dr. Dover himself speaks of an acute exacerbation, that is a 
condition that might be the result of a fall or injury ¢ 

- A.—I think the condition existed before the supposed accident. 

Q.—What I am pointing out is that here is a case in which Dr. S ; 
being called, in, having a certain history given to him of a fall, diagnoses 
the injury to the organ as being the result of a fall of which he has a history, 
an immediate injury ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He knows nothing with reference to Dr. Dover’s previous treat- 
ment; you get Dr. Dover’s report, you see Dr. Dover had rendered first 
aid and Dr. S in his report to you, the very first report, points out 
that Dr. Dover had rendered first aid—that would be an indication would 
it not that he knew of no reason why you should not consult Dr. Dover? He 
gave you Dr. Dover's name as the man who had rendered the first aid? 

A.—I don’t know how we got Dr. Dover’s statement; I cannot find 








the correspondence here. . 
Q.—That you got from the report of August 13th which you read? 


A.—Apparently the files have got mixed. Somebody has put the cor- 
respondence file belonging to the claim into the doctor’s file. 

Q.—I have not taken the documents out of the clip as they were at- 
tached together. You gave us in: Lae ae *s report of August 13th the 
statement that you read “Six weeks disability, no previous defeet—Dr. 
Dover gave first aid” s; your knowledge of Dr. Dover in connection with the 





) 
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ease then came from the attending doctor’s statement that Dr. Dover had 
given first aid, you see? 

A.—I cannot say how it came. 

@.—Don’t you see that, in the document you had there a moment ago, 
the report of August 13th which referred to Dr. Dover having given first 
aid ? 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—What I want to point out is this, the attending: doctor S— in his 
report to you refers to Dr. Dover—you find out about Dr. Dover through 
that source, that Dr. Dover previously treated him; you got also the report 
of Dr. Davies, and you got the report of Dr. Dobbie, and the report of 
these three doctors indicated that any temporary injury might have subsided 
as a result of the accident of July 19th, when they examined in October 
they found evidence of the preexisting condition which Dr. Dover had 
earlier treated; do you think it was fair then under those circumstances 
to send a notice to Dr. S—— to make an inquiry, on the Ist December, 
and then refuse to employ him further? 

A.—I do not remember the details of this case, but looking at the letters 
here I think that our medical officers—our medical officers of course advised 
us in the matter—our medical officers wrote Dr. S—— asking him for an 
explanation. I fancy we did not get any from him, did we? 

Q.—You wrote him; he has given you all his explanation; he gave 
you an explanation, and on the 30th August the employer said that was 
the first trouble there. : 

Hon. Mr. Roxxro: Several pointed requests for explanation ignored is 
one of the reasons given? 

A.—I cannot remember all the details of this case. 

Mr. Dewarr: I call your attention to it, and I see on the 23rd November 
there is a memo which I will refer to afterwards, that on the 24th November 
you sent a notice to Dr. S—— of an inquiry at Toronto on December 1st. 
and that subsequently on the 20th January the doctor was notified that the 
Board will not employ him ? 

A.—That is going too fast. 

Q.—I will ask Mr. Wormith to take these down so that we will resume 
at this point next day. . 

A.—To avoid any misimpression, our doctors wrote Dr. S—— to this 
effect: “In none of your reports to the Board have you intimated that 
claimant was suffering other than from simple Orchitis, the result of injury, 
yet a report from Dr. J. A. Dobbie, Medical Referee, also reports we have re- 
ceived from other doctors, who have see claimant from time to time, show that 
he is and has been for some months suffering from Tuberculosis of the organ. 

“We cannot conceive of the possibility of your being unaware of this 
condition as it has been shown that Claimant himself knew what his trouble 
was and volunteered the information to different doctors who examined him. 

“We would be glad to have an explanation from you as to why you 
failed to mention this matter in any of your reports to the Board.” ~ 

We did not get an explanation. 

Q.—Is there any suggestion anywhere in that file that the patient had 


“ 


' communicated the fact of the previous condition to Dr. S——? 
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A.—I could not say off hand. But in addition to that letter we 
then gave Dr. ‘S—another chance, gave him a notice that the Board would 
at a certain day and time consider his case. He absolutely ignored us, gave 
no answer, no response, no explanation of any kind. ‘a 

Q.—He did not come up from Ottawa / 

A.—He did not come up from Ottawa or write up from Ottawa. 


The Committee adjourned at 11.10 A.M. to 9.30 A.M. Tuesday next 
June 6th, 1922. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
June 6, 1922. 


The Committee met at 9.30 A.M. Tuesday morning, with Mr. Watson 
in the Chair; H. H. Dewart, K.C., examining. 

Mr. Samvuret Price, recalled: 

Q.—Mr. Price, I was working up one or two cases when we adjourned 
last week so as to see how the Act worked out in your Department, and 
I think I was referring to case number 24. 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Dr. Smith of Ottawa; that was the case in which, from the papers, 
the doctor was informed that there had been an accident and an injury by 
falling straddle or something, and that there was pain and swelling, which 
he diagnosed as being Orchitis, and I think I pointed out to you that in 
the first report he gave the name of the doctor who had previously treated 
him ? 

A.—Yes; I don’t know as to what story he got of an accident, Mr. 
Dewart; I cannot subscribe for that part. : 

Q.—Do you not get that from the employer and employe himself ? 

A.—Well, he would not get it from the employer. 

Q.—What is the account that is given by the employer of the accident 
(reads) “Slipped while placing tool in lathe, injured right testicle. It 
doesn’t say what he struck on. } 

A.—What does the man’s report say ? . 

Q.— Slipped while placing tool in lathe.” The same wording. Then 
you realize, do you not, that if there was an injury and swelling as a result 

of striking that organ that it would be difficult, if not impossible, to have 
diagnosed a previous tuberculosis ? 

A.—Well, I am not a doctor, Mr. Dewart. 

o Q.—Well, you undertook to deal with the case as you have with many 
others, Mr. Price ? 

A.—Oh yes; on the recommendation of our own doctor 

~Q.—Where do you find—take my questions as they come, please—any- 
thing that indicates that there was brought to Dr. Smith’s attention the 
knowledge of the previous tuberculosis ? 
‘or’ inion— , . 
Me cute wns ‘ude find anything that indicates that Dr. Smith had 


any knowledge of previous tuberculosis 4 


— 


i 
} 
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A.—Our doctor’s opinion— | 

Q.—I did not ask your doctor’s opinion. J asked you where you 
found he had any knowledge of previous tuberculosis 

A.—I say again, we act on the recommendation of our doctors. 

Q.—Going over the files I have been unable to find anything to show 
he had any aon report or any reason to suspect such a thing, having regard 
to the injury 4 

A.—I think we had very good reason, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—He gave you the name of the doctor who previously attended ? 

ial muy dat one of a number of previous attendants. 

Q.—Dr. Dobie ? 

Ai-Yes: | 

Q.—And you could have found out by inquiry from him, and _ sub- 
sequently did find out by inquiry from him ? 

- A.—From him and also by inquiry from other doctors. 

Q.—Also you engaged Dr. Davis and Dr. Dobie? 

A.—We asked Dr. Davis for information and we referred the case to 
Dr. Dobie as our Referee. 

Q.—Do you find the letter or report of the employer under date of 
August 20th 2 . 

AY “Letterlorcepert?’ a not get mie from him did wad) cee 

Q.—I have a note here August 30th, memo from the employer. I may 
say I understand from the secretary you have made some complaint of the 
order of your papers. I have found them miserably arranged in all the 
files, and they have not been altered from the time they came to the Committee 
Room? 

A.—I don’t know how you found them, but I know how I left them, 
and J was not raising a complaint. But the last day you referred to this 
ease and I wanted to look up the files I found they had been disarranged. 

Q.—I may say they have not been disarranged from the clips? 

A.—I didn’t say for a moment 

Q.—The suggestion was made to the Secretary. 

A.—TI said that they have been disarranged and say so still, and I can 
tell you in what way if you want to know. 

Q.—I may tell you the disarrangement was in your own office. 

A.—It was not in our own office. This correspondence file had: been 
taken out of the claim file and put in the doctor’s file and when you asked 
me about this case the other day I was confused and could not locate the 
letters. 

Q.—Did you find any paper had been taken from its order in the clip? 

A.—I did not say that. 

Q.—All that happened was that one file was put 

A.—And you have no right to say the disarrangement was in our office, 


‘because it was not. 
Q.—You will find the papers relating to one case scattered over four 


‘files. 

A.—I would like to see that if that is true. 

Q.—Well, we will come to it. Then, have you any other cause of 
complaint against Dr. Smith except this one case of mistaken diagnosis ? 
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A.—I don’t recall any other, but you are not correct in saying it is a 
case of mistaken diagnosis. ; 

Q.—Have you turned up the employer’s letter of August 30? The 
accident had taken place on July 19, 1920. 

A.—Yes; we have a letter from the employer dated August 30. 

Q.—What does he say in reference to this ? 

A.—He says this: “The man’s legs were straddled across a boring 
bar which was in the lathe. He somehow slipped and in falling his right 
testicle was struck by the boring bar which caused the accident. This is 
the first trouble in this particular.” 

Q.—When you found the employer reporting that as a result of the 
information he must have received from the man on August 30, can you 
blame the doctor for being under the same misapprehension that the employer 
was when he would have the same source of information ¢ 

A.—Most decidedly I blame the doctor. It is the doctor’s place to 
diagnose the case, and every doctor would in a case of this kind, he should 
ascertain the history, and if this doctor had taken the pains to ascertain the 
history all the other doctors had taken he would not be in ignorance of 
the nature of the trouble. 

Q.—Do you not see, in so arbitrary an assumption in this case as I shall 
show you make in others, that when there is a direct statement under the date 
of August 30 from the employer that this is the figst trouble in that portion, 
that that is the same information which must have reached this doctor and 
on which he acted. 

A.—I don’t think so; Dr. Dobie found out the history; Dr. Davies 
found out the history; all the other three doctors found out what was the 
matter. 

Q.—Dr. Dobie had treated him before and knew the condition ? 

A.—True. 

Q.—Dr. Dobie is the man who had treated him before and was referred 
to in Dr. Smith’s report to you? 

A.—Yes; that same report said there was nothing the matter with 
him. What brought the matter up was another letter from the employer. 
We received another letter dated October 6th from the employer. The 
employer says in that letter: 

“Tt ig our opinion that this employer would not be long in returning to 
work if no more payments were forthcoming. ; 

“We wish to be fair and do not pretend to understand the exact nature of 
injury, but have report that ‘this employe (unmarried) is quite content 
to be idle, and can get along very nicely on liberal compensation he receives. 

‘We are sorry to so advise and have hesitated for some time, but thought 
your Board could perhaps request a report from an independent doctor.” 

Q.—And you practically took the case out of Dr. Smith’s hands and acted - 
upon the report of Dr. Dobie, whose name he had given you, and Dr. Davies 
and Dr. Dobie, from whom you got reports in October. Is it not a tact that 
you practically took the case out of Dr. Smith’s hands and left it for the 
independent reports of these doctors . 

A.—No; we did not take the case out of Dr. Smith’s hands, but we ap- 
pointed a referee to examine this man and report to us, and we made inquiry 


/ 
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from Dr. Davies and Dobie, the other two doctors who had knowledge of the 
case. 

- Q.—Then, under these circumstances, you suspended Dr. Smith and 
notified him on the 20th of January that the Board would not employ him ? 

A.—I beg your pardon; you are skipping a great deal. Our Medical 
Officer first wrote 

~ Q.—I am well aware that you had an inquiry at Toronto, and that 
after the inquiry you notified Dr. Smith that the Board would not employ 
him. 

A.—You were taking three jumps in one. Our Medical Officer first 
wrote Dr. Smith, putting the matter up to him—the letter which I read the 
other day. A follow-up went out, but Dr. Smith did not answer, asking him 
for a reply. We still got no response. And then he got formal notice 
that the Board would on a certain day in its offices consider whether he 
should be further employed by the Board in Workmen’s Compensation Board 
cases, and we got no response of any kind from Dr. Smith. 

| Q@.—Was Dr. Smith notified that these inquiries had been made by 
the other doctors and that you had their reports ? | 
A.—Oh I cannot say as to that. The file would show, but I do not 
recall. ' | 
~ Q:—Do you find anywhere in evidence that Dr. Smith had information 
of the previous condition, tubercular condition, at the time he made the 
report to you? | 

A.—All I can say is that if he did not have it, as a doctor he should have 
had it. | 

_ Q.—In any event on that diagnosis he made, and because of his failure 
to answer your letters you suspended him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you consider that within your powers under the Act? 

A.—Yes; within our duties under the Act. 

Q.—Powers is what I asked you, under section 44 A. Had you any 
other difficulty with Dr. Smith in any other case? 

_ A.—I don’t recall that we had, Mr. Dewart. I cannot say: absolutely. 
I certainly would consider that enough. | 

Q.—I believe that you are rather thin-skinned with reference to re- 
inarks that are made in some of the correspondence, Mr. Price? 

A.—We all are inclined that way sometimes. 

Q.—I see a number of cases in which the doctors think that the fees were 
too low ? . 

 A.—Yes; the lawyers think that too sometimes. 

Q.—I did not ask you that sir. You have impertinently suggested in 
your report of 1919, the paragraph to which I refer, in which you under- 
take to refer to the “ambulance-chasing lawyer.” 

-A.—I’d be very glad to have that in. 

Q.—The lawyer has no status before your Board? 

A.—Well now, I tried to explain that to you last day. In a proper 
case we are perfectly willing to have a lawyer attend. 

Mr. Srncrarr: What is the case where a lawyer has any status at all 
before your Board. | 
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. A.—In any case other than a claim for compensation we have no objec- 
tion at all to a lawyer, and if in a claim for compensation there is any 
reason why a lawyer should attend we are willing to have a lawyer attend. 

Q.—Has that been your practice 4 

A.—yYes, numbers of cases. | 

Q.—But you know, Mr. Price, that you have declined to answer the 
letters that come to you from lawyers urging certain matters. 

A.—Well, you are mixing things a little now. We were talking about 
attendances before. Our rule certainly is to deal directly with the claimants 
as far as possible. If we get information from a lawyer we are willing to 
act on it, but we don’t want the continued correspondence with a lawyer, 
and we will not under any circumstances send checks in payment of com- 
pensation to a lawyer. We are anxious to send them direct to the workmen 
themselves. 

Mr. Warxer: Can you justify that Mr. Price? 

A.—One reason is we do not want the workmen to be put to expense. It 
was certainly never contemplated that the Act was framed so that the workmen 
would have to pay lawyers’ fees. 

Q.—Then I notice further on, after the Act came into force, there was 
a yery common feeling amongst the doctors, evidenced by the correspondence, 
that the fees allowed were too low? 

A.—I do not think it is right to say that there was a very common 
feeling. 

Q.—Well, I say as evidenced by the letters produced here in these cases. 
One of the cases of complaint I see by the doctors who have been suspended 
from your Visiting list, one of the greatest causes of complaint was the small 
fees that were allowed for their continued attendances 4 

A.—Yes; that is one of the most frequent causes of complaint perhaps, 
but there are comparatively few doctors that complain of that. 

Q.—Do you not think that where that complaint was made it largely arose 
from lack of understanding with reference to fees and the schedule‘ 

A.—No doubt there was a good deal in that Mr. Dewart, until they got 
to undestand the work. 

Q.—I notice for example a doctor in ‘Ottawa, number 10, who wrote 
you in 1919, complaining about “one measly damn little check for $5.50. 
You recall that ? dg 

A.—I do; I recall the doctor too, pretty well. He 1s reinstated I may 
say. 

“ Q.—Well then, if a doctor uses a remark of that kind in a letter and 
incurs your sovereign displeasure, is that sufficient ground for suspending 
lim ? 

A.—I would be glad if you would leave that out, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—I think it is quite proper ? 

A.—Well, I don’t think it is, Mr. Dewarte = © 

Q.—Then is it a fact that a reference of that kind is considered sufficient 
so far as you are concerned to justify your suspending a doctor ? 

A—I do not think it is proper that a doctor or anybody else who 
+s in effect an officer of the Board should use that kind of language in the 


eonduct of our work. 
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Q.—And you would consider that sufficient to justify suspension 

A.—Unless he withdrew it we probably would. 

Q.—He has to be polite? 

A.—Oh, I think everybody recognizes that business should be carried 
on in a reasonable way. 

Q.—What I mean to say is this, that in dealing with these matters do 
you not consider these little pin pricks might be overlooked ? 

A.—Oh yes; we have to overlook and do overlook a good many. 

Q.—But in that particular case you did not overlook that until the 
doctor made his due apology for having been hasty and said he was willing 
to retract what he had said ? ) 


A.—Yes. 
().—And then he was reinstated ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Then, going back—TI have got the key to this now—I see a case, 
Dr. Tillman of London, who also complained about not being allowed large 
enough fees ? | 

A.—Yes; I remember that. | 

@.—And apparently he got under your skin when he talked about the 
taxing of his accounts and not wanting any country doctor to tax his accounts 
and so on? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You recollect his remarks of that nature ? 

A.—TI recollect a number of them, Mr. Dewart. 

~Q.—He didn’t want a village doctor with political pull paying him a 
dollar for attendances ? 

A.—Yes; no warrant for that at all. There never has been any polit- 
les in our administration in the work of the Board. 

Q.—And I see in another letter he speaks of the fees befitting a lodge 
loctor in a police village? 

A.—Yes. 

().—Those remarks in his correspondence were considered as sufficient 
justification for his suspension ? 

A.—If I remember aright I think he intimated that he did not want 
to work for us any more. 

Q@.—You suspended him; although there was nothing so far as his 
medical work was concerned: or anything else except the remarks he made 
in his correspondence ? 

A.—I don’t think there was anything against Dr. Tillman so far as 
his medical ability is concerned, but he would not co-operate with the Board. 

Q.—In what way would he not co-operate with the Board. I find no 
reference to that in your precis there? | 

A.—He was very much dissatisfied. 

Q.—How do you say he would not co-operate, because I fail to find 
anything that indicates a lack of medical ability or proper treatment, or 
irregularity in the work ? 

A.—His attitude was antagonistic, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—Well, he thought you were not treating him fairly in cutting him 
down to dollar fees in a city like London. 
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A.—I am sorry he should think so, but we did not want to cut him 
down unduly. 

Q.—What does your letter of suspension say ? vs : 

A.—‘‘As no response has been made to our letter of January 25, the 
Board has directed that you are not in future to be employed by the Board 
under the medical provision of the Act.” 

Q.—He did not sufficiently apologize to my lords of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Board ? | 

A.—Well, I object to that. 

Q.—He did not sufficiently apologize to satisfy you $ 

A.—He did not respond at all to the notice he got. 

— Q.—And he has not been reinstated 4 
" A.—No. 

Q.—And is still under your ban? 

A.—He has not been reinstated. 

Q.—And is still under your ban ? 

A.—If you put it that way; we don’t use that expression. 

Q.—Although you know him to be a doctor in the best of standing in 
his city of London ?: 

A.—Well I do not know anything about him as far as that is concerned. 

Q.—You took a great deal of trouble to inquire in other cases. Is it 
not a fact that he is a doctor in the best of standing amongst the medical 
profession in London. | 

A.—I have had no reason to doubt his medical standing. 

Q.—Do you not think then Mr. Price, when your temper has cooled 
a little you might fairly reinstate Dr. Tillman ‘ 

A.—Well, ‘there was never any temper about it as far as Dr. 
was concerned or any other doctor. 

Q—Then I see another doctor, Dr. J. S. McCullou 
Street West, Toronto. 

A.—What is the number of that, please? 

Q—-Number 6. I am keeping to cases in which the files have been 
produced. The reason appears from your short synopsis that he was dropped 
on account of contemptuous letters and refusal to render accounts on pre- 
scribed form or according to the Board’s rules. That he said the Board’s 
action: was impertinent in the extreme in setting forth a schedule of fees, 
apparently not understanding this had been approved by the College of 


Physicians and Surgeons ae 
: A.—If he had looked at it he would see because it is marked at the 


bottom of the schedule. ri 
Q.—And you are aware that the College of Physicians and Surgeons 


has reported that it feels the schedule of fees are too low 


A.—No. Pe 
_—Did you not gather that‘ . ims 
ein. 7 think ane are perhaps thinking of the Medical Association. 


Q.—I beg your pardon you are quite right. The Ontario Medical 
Association. Well, your memorandum 1s that, he “should like to Menow 
whether he is dealing with a man or an individual in a socialistic way. 


A.—Yes. 


Tillman 


gh, 394 Bloor 
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(.—And he said he would prefer running a hen farm? 

A.—Yes. 

().—And in view of that he was suspended ? | 

A.—Well he got notice in the usual way and he did not respond. 

Q.—Well was he suspended? | 

A.—He discharged himself as you will see. 

Q.—Was he suspended by you. 

A.—I don’t know; we do not use the word “suspend.” 

Q.—Well then the wording I take from your own memo is “Suspended 
June 17, 1919.” Did you take action and suspend him? 

A.—He is off the list of eligibles for Workmen’s Compensation Board 
work. . 

A.—Was he suspended ? 

A.—Well, if you call that suspended—— 

(.—Did you suspend him ? 

A.—We do not use that word “suspend” in our orders at all. We make 
an order saying that the Board will not in future employ or pay such a doctor. 
That is the wording of the Board. 

Q.—Now I propose to have an answer to my question. Here upon your 
note of this case number 6 I find “Suspended June 17, 1919.” Is that correct ? 

A.—That is correct, according to the use of that word among our officers. 

Q.—Is it correct ? 

A.—It is not the word we use in the Board’s order. I have no objec- 
tion to the use of the word. 

Q.—I am taking your own way. Then he said he would “prefer run- 
ning a hen farm.” 

A.—Yes, he said he would rather run a hen farm. Any organization 
that would keep a person like that in their employ would be considered an odd 
institution. 

Q.—This was the subject of correspondence between Dr. Aikins as 
Registrar of the College of Physicians and Surgeons and yourself ? 

A.—Yes. I beg you pardon. Dr. Aikins received a letter from Me- 
Cullough as I remember it and Dr. Aikins wrote to the Premier, 
and the Premier asked me for a statement regarding the matter and I gave 
it to him. It is all there. : 

Q.—And I see that you made a memorandum concerning his complaint. 
It is marked “S. P.—I. N.” so I suppose that means that you dictated it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in that memo., amongst other things, you say: “A large number 
of doctors were found to be exorbitant and unreasonable in their charges.” 
Was there any such suggestion in this case? 

A.—Dr. McCullough? I don’t recall as to whether there was or not. 
I do not recall that there was. I think the trouble arose though over fees. 
Yes, he was complaining that we were not paying him enough. 

_ Q.—Did yon consider in this case he was exorbitant and unreasonable 
in his charges ? 

A.—Well, we must have if we cut his bills down. 

‘Mr. Warxer: Are the fees of the doctors set by the Board? 

\,—Yes; but we have a schedule and that schedule as I stated here the 
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other day has the approval of the governing medical body of the province, 
the council, and we are paying the doctors twenty per cent. more than the 
council agreed to accept as proper and reasonable fees. In September 1919 
we voluntarily added 20 per cent. 

Q.—In this case he was suspended on June 17, 1919, according to your 
memo. Do you find in some cases the medical men overstepped that and 
wanted still more? 

A.—Oh yes, we certainly did. — 

Mr. Duwart: In your memo you go on to say that a few, some of them, 
were dishonest in their accounts and reports. Do you suggest there was dis- 
honesty in Dr. McCullough’s case ? ‘ 

A.—No, I don’t think I could or did suggest that. 

Q.—So the reason for his being advised that he would not in future be 
employed to render medical aid is set out in the correspondence and did 
not arise from any lack of medical ability ? 

A.—I don’t think so, in Dr. McCullough’s case. I think Dr. McCullough 
is a competent doctor as far as I know. Mr. Chairman, these cases are being 
gone over, and, although I suppose I am not supposed to take cognizance of 
conditions, but I understand that this Committee may probably be brought to 
a conclusion. I would like to have the privilege of putting in anything 
by way of explanation as we go along. I may have absolutely no opportunity 
of putting in anything at all. 

Q.—What is the source of your information ? , 

A.—It is common knowledge that the House is about to adjourn the 
session. 

_ Q.—Well, you are aware that a resolution has been passed allowing the 
Committee to sit during the session of the House. It is proposed to go 
on until one o’clock to-day. 

A.—In any event, I would be glad to put before the Committee the facte 
of the case as appearing in this memo you have referred to. 

Q.—Is there any part of it which you have not read? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Oh, that is that long memo. Well I was pointing out that there 
were certain suggestions made there and asking you if there was anything 
corrupt so far as this doctor was concerned, and: you said no. 

A.—Not that I recall; I cannot recall every instance of every case. 

~Q—Is there anything except the difference as to the schedule or scale 
of fees, and what you call the contemptuous suggestion and remarks contained 
in his letters that led to what took place ? 

A.—Yes, the expressed wish not to do work for the Board. 

Q.—Under those conditions ? | 

A—“I ‘would rather be running a hen farm.” I would like to read 
that memo, if I have permission. This is a report to the Premier of the Pro- 
vince on the case, when he asked me for information. | 
| Memorandum concerning complaint of Dr. J. S. McCullough, forwarded 
| to the Premier by Dr. Aikins, Registrar of College of Physicians and Surgeons 
of Ontario. — : 


; 
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Dr. McCullough is one of the very few doctors of the Province that the 
Board has felt it necessary to exclude from the handling of Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Board cases, the exclusion in his case being, in fact, made at his 
own request after he had refused to comply with the requirements of the 
Act, and he had stated that he considered the schedule of fees upon which 
the Board was paying the doctors (and which the College of Physicians and 
Surgeons of Ontario had approved) “impertinent in the extreme.” 

The Board does not prevent any doctor who treats a case without 
knowing it is a Workmen’s Compensation case from collecting pay from the 
workman or person requesting the treatment, though it does refuse to pay a 
doctor for services after he has been notified that he will no longer be employed 
by the Board, as was the case with Dr. McCullough. 

When the medical aid provisions of the Act first came into effect, there 
were those who sought to have the Board confine the doctors’ work entailed 
thereby to chosen doctors in the various districts, it being in fact urged upon 
the Board that this was a matter of patronage belonging to the political 
party in power. 

Though it was felt that there were objections to leaving the work open to — 
the medical profession at large because too often cases would be apt to fall © 
into the hands of the less competent and less reputable members of the pro- — 
fession by reason of such members taking unprofessional and often improper | 
means to secure the work (just as under the old law, damage cases used | 
too often to fall into the hands of what were known as ambulance-chasing © 
lawyers), nevertheless it was thought best at the commencement at all events to 
leave an open field to all the medical profession subject only to their services ) 
being found satisfactory. It will be realized that any doctor dealing with — 
Workmen’s Compensation Board cases must conform to the Act and to the 
cules and regulations of the Board and must not only give proper services, — 
but must also make the necessary reports so that the Board can deal with the 
matter of compensation, and it will be realized also that the Board cannot 
pay the fees that every doctor asks, which as is well known, are in many 
cases much larger when a public body like the Board is making payment 
than they would be if payment was being made by a private individual. 
A large number were found to be exorbitant and unreasonable in their 
charges and a few of them have been found to be dishonest both in their 
accounts and in their reports to the Board. Some also are so antagonistic 
to the Act and to its administration that it is plainly not in the interest of 
the work to have them dealing with Workmen’s Compensation Board cases. 
The dishonest ones have been eliminated as far as possible and when a _ 
doctor has been found persistently ignoring the requirements of the Act and ~ 
showing an antagonistic spirit towards its administration, it would seem 
a strange condition of things that would require the continuances of the 
services and payment of such a doctor. The practice has been in such cases” 
to call his attention to what is objectionable and unless there is some indica- 
tion that there will be no cause for complaint in the future he is inform 
that his services will no longer be accepted or paid for under the provisio 
of the Act. Up to the present time twenty-four doctors in all the Province 
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have been so notified. The majority of these being because of dishonesty 
and unreliability in their accounts and their reports, and a few like Dr. Me- 
Cullough by reason of an attitude absolutely incompatible with the smooth 
and satisfactory working out of the Act. 


In a letter written the Board May 24th, 1919, Dr. McCullough, in 
response to a request by the Board to send in his account monthly as the 
rules required, wrote that he would not comply with the Board’s wishes, 
though as a fact his account form stated that he was in the habit of render- 
ing his account monthly. He also refused to make his accounts out on the 
form prescribed by the Board for this purpose, and which provided for the 
details considered necessary, and for informal declaration to the effect that 
the services had been actually rendered. He said in his letter he was enclos- 
ing all that he expected to enclose in regard to the case. In a letter 
written on the form of account which the Board sent him in June, 1919, 
Dr. McCullough said he wanted to know whether he was dealing with cases 
in an individual or in a socialistic way and that as things stood he would 
very much prefer having none of the Board’s work, stating that he would 
prefer “running a hen farm.” These letters are not attached to the cor- 
respondence which he forwarded to Dr. Aikins It was after receiving 
these letters that Dr. McCullough was notified on June 17, that as he did | 
not desire to treat Workmen’s Compensation Board cases, he would not in 
future be employed under the provisions of the Act. 


In the Walshe case (claim 161598) which arose after Dr. McCullough 
had written the letters and received the notice from the Board above men- 
tioned, Dr. McCullough appears to have treated the workman, notwithstand- 
ing the notice that had been given him that the Board could not recognize 
his services and he rendered an account to the Board and was notified that it 
could not be entertained. Nothing was done-in any way to prevent Dr. Mc- 
Cullough collecting from whoever requested his services, and if as he states 
he was unaware that the case was a Workmen’s Compensation Board case 
it does not seem that there is anything to prevent him from making such 
collection. It may be pointed out, however, that very little inquiry would 
have made it plain to Dr. McCullough that Mr. Walshe was a Workmen’s 


Compensation Board patient, and the fact that Dr. McCullough filled up 
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a Workmen’s Compensation Board form on June 26, shows that he did know 
within seven days after the accident, if not sooner, that 1t was a Workmen’s 
Compensation Board case. Up to that time, according to his account, he had 
only treated the patient once. The other seven items of his account were 
rendered after June 26. Knowing that the Board would not recognize or 
pay for his services, it would seem that the fair thing to have done with his 
patient was to have informed him that the Workmen’s Compensation Board 
would not pay for these services, and leave it to the patient to decide whether 
he would continue to employ Dr. McCullough or go to a doctor that could be 


paid by the Board. 


Q.—Now you have foun 
have refused to accept the scale of fees 


the cities. 
A.—Oh, a very small number of them, Mr. Dewart. 


d, have you, in a good many cases that doctors 
provided by the Board, especially in 
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().—Take Dr. Charles Moore of London, has he refused to act for the 
Board ? | 

A.—I don’t recall that he has. I don’t know that he ever acted for the 
Board to any extent. 

Q.—Have you a copy of the document you refer to here in the schedule 
of fees, where you say the schedule has been approved by the Council of the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons ! ; 

A.—It appears in the literature. It appears at the bottom of— 

Q.—I asked you have you a copy of the document in which that approva! 
was given ? 

A.—Oh yes, yes. The schedule was framed in the early part of the year 
1918. The president, the then president of the College, Dr. Crane, acted for 
the College. Yes, I see the letter here, formal notice of approval. I under- 
stood it was approved some time previously, but we got notice from Dr. 
Aikins in a letter dated April 29, 1918; (reads) 


“Dear Mr. Price ;— 

“T beg to inform you, that the Executive Committee of the College of 
Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario, has expressed interim approval of the 
Schedule of Fees prepared by the Workmen’s Compensation Board and sub- 
mitted to the College. 

“Further approval by the Council itself cannot be had, until it meets 
in June next.” 

“Respectfully, 
“H. WILBERFORCE AIKINS, 
Registrar.” 


Then in June we got a further notice from the executive; (dated June 27) 
“The Executive at an interim meeting some months ago, received a state- 
ment of the Schedule of Fees from the Compensation Board, and decided 
that said Schedule was reasonable and on the whole acceptable and accord- 
ingly we now recommend the adoption of this view or attitude, to the 

Council.” 
(Signed) “W. E. Crary.” 


And another letter, July 12, 1918, from Dr. Aikins; 


-“T beg to enclose copy of Report of Special Committee having to do with 
matters cognate to the operation of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, which 
report was adopted in Council by this College at the meeting of the Council 
held two weeks ago.” 

(Signed) “H. Witperrorcre AIKINS, 
Registrar.” 


Q.—And from that time on there has been no revision of the fees ? 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Except by your allowing twenty per cent. ? 

A.—We added twenty per cent. 
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().—I notice in’your general provisions to which you referred the other 
day, item seventy, provides fees higher than those specified in the schedule 
will be approved when in the opinion of the Board circumstances so warrant ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—It would not be unreasonable therefore, for a doctor to render an 
account for a higher sum if he thought his services warranted that? 

-A.—Oh no, we allow them every day. 

Q.—And it would then be subject to your taxation ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—And do you not think that a professional man of high standing in the 
city might be allowed more than one dollar attendance, that is the common 
amount you allow? 

A.—Well, I do not think it would be right to do that, Mr. Dewart. We 
are following in that regard the same course that has been followed in all 
the other Provinces. There are uniform fees for the whole of the Province. I 
think it would be objectionable to make distinctions in different parts of the 
Province. Of course in the case of a man of high standing in his profession 
we propose he should get a fee commensurate—— 

Q.—I notice a case where Dr. Marlow went to Hamilton to make an 
investigation and you made a fee of twenty-five dollars ¢ 

A.—He did not even go to Hamilton. It was done here. I can show you 
sections of letters from doctors expressing satisfaction with the fees. 

Q/—I did: not ask that. I have no doubt there are a great many men 
that are glad to get small fees. 

A.—They do not regard them as small. 

Q.—But in that case of Dr. Marlow, he was paid twenty-five dollars for 
one attendance } 

A.—Oh no, he had a woman in the hospital and attended her for quite 
a time. | 

Q.—I thought she was merely here under observation, particularly by 
Dr. McCullough, at one time. | 

A.—I would not say a fee of twenty-five dollars might not be exorbitant 
in some cases. ; ; 

Q.—Now, I would like to take up case number sixteen—TI am just trying 
to go over them—that is Dr. Tuck, Dr. J. A. Tuck, 604 Bathurst Street. 
Now I see he treated a number of cases; in August, 1917, a man named 
Lewis Robertson, where there was a bill of $28, and he was allowed $14; 
a man named Smith, in December ’17, where his bill was $29, and he was 
allowed $15; in August of 1919, a man named Doyle, a fracture case, avliore 
his bill was $10, and he was allowed $5; and then a man named Clarke, 
May, 1920, where his account was reduced from $44.00 to $37.50; that was 
just in the ordinary course of taxation of his account ? | 

A.—yYes, I think most of those, a number of those were 1n the earlier 
days before we really had the schedule fixed, Mr. Dewart—some of them 
me OTS first two were 1919; and then on the 10th of September he 
seemed to make a sarcastic reference, as you call it here, as to the generosity 
of vour Board. And then the memo is that he was suspended after nue 
June 9, 1920. Now was there anything to complain of except these sarcastic 
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expressions in his letters, such as “generosity of your noble board,” and an 

other letter which he wrote, ‘some people cannot see charity except at Tord: 

and his threat to take up ihe matter of reinstatement if necessary on the floor 

of the House. These were the causes of his services being dispensed with ¢ 
A.—That was the substantial effect ? 

Q.—No complaint so far as his medical conduct is concerned. 

A.—TI don’t know anything against Dr. Tuck’s professional standing, 
Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—Apparently he was reinstated after the first suspension? in J une, 
1920 % 

A.—No, not Dr. Tuck. You must be looking. at the wrong one, Mr. 
Dewart. Dr. Tuck was not reinstated. / 

Q.—Is there a memo in his case under date March 22, 1921, or have I 
got another case ? 

A.—Number sixteen is the case. 

Q.—I thought there was a 1921 file in his case. And in view of the 
doctor’s threat that he might take proceedings he has not been reinstated. 

A.—I don’t know that the Board would object to reinstating Dr. Tuck 
if he showed a disposition to work in harmony with the Board. 

ee would require an apology from him, would you 4 

A.—Well, we should have a withdrawal of the threats. The difficulty, 
the chief difficulty, with him was his attitude, that was indicated by the 
character of the letter he wrote. 

Q.—If as a matter of fact he suffered injustice, or believed he did, do 
you see anything wrong in his suggestion. JI think he had a lawyer write 
you a letter, did he not ? wit 

A.—Yes. 

().—The fact that he wanted to enforce what he believed to be his 
rights would be no ground for your continuing his suspension would it? 

A.—No; not at all, Mr. Dewart. The only thing would be to be satisfied 
that he pvoluld work in harnieny: 

Q.—And you have not reinstated him. This is the case in which, not- 
withstanding your memo of April says; notwithstanding that Dr. Tuck knew 
the Board’s spocition he still treated some workmen and forwarded the accounts 
to the Board. When the reports were received showing that Dr. Tuck had 
been in attendance, the workmen were notified that it would be necessary for 
them to procure a report from some other doctor, as Dr. Tuck’s services were 
not satisfactory to the Board. That, I see, is your mem. 

_ A.—That is not as a fact my memo; that j is the secretary’s memo, J think. 

Q. “NN B.W.” 

A.—That would be Mr. Wormith. 

Q.—I see. And then there is a reference to a lawyer’s letter and so on, 
and proceedings, and bringing the matter up on the floor of the House. Now let 
me ask you this question, “Mr. Price; supposing a doctor has incurred your dis- 
pleasure and has been notified his services would not be— 

A.—Oh, I don’t think that “incurred our displeasure” is correct. That 
is not our attitude. 

Q.—Is there any other term that would please you? 

A.—Yes, a doctor does not show a disposition to co-operate with the 
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Board and work in harmony with us; that is the whole point. 

Q.—But when you find a doctor, after being suspended has given first 
aid to persons who have come to him without knowledge of his position go 
far as your Board is concerned, is it your position that you will not allow 
him any fees for giving first aid to these persons? ; 

A.—If it was really an emergency matter and another doctor was not at 
hand we will pay for the emergency treatment if the matter is presented to us. 

Q.—It is not a question of whether another doctor is at hand or not. 
A person who is injured comes to the doctor whose. services you are not 
approving of, and that doctor as is his duty renders him first aid and as- 
sistance. Do you undertake to say you will not allow the doctor to be 
compensated for the service he renders ? 

A.—Not if it was reasonable to have another doctor without injury to 
the man; that is exactly the attitude that railway companies have carried 
on for years. : ) 

Q.—I am not asking you about railway companies, but about a corpora- 
tion that is supposed to be the servant of the people. So far as these are 
eoncerned you would not approve then of Dr. Tuck giving treatment and 
first aid while under suspension ? : ae 

A.—Yes; we would pay Dr. Tuck for emergency treatment, what we call 
emergency treatment, if there were not another doctor readily available, and 
we have done that right along. That is the policy that is followed in other 
Provinces under similar Acts. 

@:—I see under date November 30, 1920, Messrs. Johnston, Grant, 
Dodds and Grant, through Mr. Gideon Grant, a member of the firm, wrote 
to the Workmen’s Compensation Board regarding a list of seven accounts 
of small sums and’ aggregating fifty-one dollars and in your reply you say, 
November 19th, 1920, or Mr. Wormith says: ; 

“Tn the performance of its duties under the Act the Board decided that 
Dr. Tuck should not be employed for Workmen’s Compensation Board cases, 
as his dealings with these cases were not considered satisfactory. As Dr. 
Tuck hag persisted in dealing with the Board’s cases notwithstanding that 
notice of the Board’s decision had been given him, it became necessary te 
notify the claimant that his services could not be accepted. The Board 
does not desire to do anything to injure Dr. Tuck and so cannot permit 
itself to be coerced or frightened into employing or recognizing or paying 
for his services when it does not consider it to be in the interests of satis- 
factory administration of the Act to do so. : . 

Now I am unable to find, Mr. Price, anything to show that the dealings 
of Dr. Tuck with any of these cases was considered unsatisfactory, that is 

i ical treatment. 

a atect Reon recall the circumstances. I do not know that there was 
anything unsatisfactory in his treatment. J am not prepared to say there ie 

Q.—Then the mere fact that there had been what is put here as sarcas- 
tic letters and the threat to bring the matter d= ate anything else 

id: ich there was complaint against Dr, Luck! 
ioe auciTts seis vine continually about the fees. It was smells 
that he was not satisfied, antagonistic, not harmonious with the Board’s ideas 


of the working of the Act. 
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Q.—And although you had reason to believe that he had in good faith 
rendered these services to the seven persons you refused to make any payment 
to him ? 

A.—No; I don’t think he rendered them in good faith after he was told 
we would not employ or pay him. 

@.—And you think if a person came to him asking for pibatien and 
aid that Dr. Tuck might not fairly expect you to act in as large a way as 
he was and give him the fees when he was giving service ? 

A.—Decidedly not. 

Mr. Warxer: Is it not just possible that a lot of these men when they are 
injured are not aware that a doctor’s services have been suspended and they 
go to the doctor. | 

A.—That sometimes happens, but as soon as we find it out we immediately 
tell the workman we cannot pay that doctor. The doctor already knows and 
the doctor in fairness ought to tell the workman I will treat you if you like, 
but the Board won’t pay me, and let the workman use his judgment and 
pay the doctor himself. 
| Dr. Stevenson: Well supposing a doctor lives across the ae and 
there is no other doctor for a long way; someone might be injured and the 
man might die before they could get the other man. The man. across the 
road would not know what the accident was, and you would be responsible 
for the death of the man? 

A.—We would not be responsible. 

Q.—The man would die before he would get another doctor; I think that 
is square. 

A.—TI don’t think that we have had such a situation. 

Q.—If the order of the Board was applied that man might die. 

A.—That is not so. 

Q.—Well we had up in London an emergency case in which a man was 
struck on the leg and they could not get a doctor and he was just bleeding 
to death, and he bled to death. 

A. cae would be a queer doctor that would not attend to the case. 

Q.—But he would not know what the accident was 4 

A.—Well, I don’t think any doctor that would fail to inquire what the 
accident was in such a case would be worthy of the name of doctor. 

‘Q.—Well they would call him over and say there is an accident; for 
instance, Highman’s Tannery, in London, would not call him? 

A.—They should. 

Q.—But they can’t. He would not get paid. 

_A.—If you find such a case as that and bring it to my attention I will 
pay for it myself. 

Q.—Well, that is not the question. The man would be dead. I have 


seen them hunting around London, going to ten men, getting men to go, and 


the man would be hurt, and Highman’s would not call him; Tillman could 
not go and that man might be dead before you could get another medical man. 
A.—In an emergency case a doctor should be got and the Board would 
pay for an emergency case. 
Q.—But you don’t do that. 
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A.—But we do. 

Q.—But I mean if the orders of the Board were complied with. Tillman 
could not go ? 

A.—I do Tillman the justice of saying | think he would go. 

Q.—Don’t you see this Tillman lives right opposite the factory and they 
always called him before you turned him down. A man might bleed to death. 

A.—I can only say they should call Dr. Tillman, and Dr. Tillman would 
attend to the case I have no doubt. 

Q.—But your orders are emphatic? 

A.—But we won’t employ him or pay him; that doesn’t hinder anyone 
from calling him in, and they ought to call him in an emergency case. 

Mr. Dewarrt: I take it, Mr. Price, from the returns in a number of cases, 
without going into them more particularly, that if you make an inquiry of 
a doctor who is reporting on a case, asking him for further particulars or 
information and he fails to answer your letter or letters, that would be con- 
sidered as sufficient ground for notifying him his services would not be 
acceptable ? & 

A.—Oh yes; if a doctor won’t give us information we cannot possibly 
handle our work. 

Q.— Although he may think that the information is quite sufficient, if 
he doesn’t follow up you will say, well, “Good-by ?” 

A.—Surely a doctor should give the information. 

Q.—Then I notice a case, number twenty-five. I have not seen the 
papers. ‘They were not produced and I just conclude that is Dr. Fissette, of 
Brantford. The note in this case is—I will read it:— 

“Complaints about fees allowed, numerous and persistently continued 
letters and remarks about ‘usurping right to decide fees’ ‘Autocracy’ ‘It takes 
a thief to catch a thief’ ‘nuf sed’ ‘reserve the right to be branded a liar’ ‘ar- 
rogant autocracy’.”’ 

Mr. Drewarr: And you resented these kindly observations ? 

A.—No; I don’t think it is quite fair to say I resented it. I would be 
glad if you would read the letter I personally wrote the doctor. 

Q.—I have a summary of it. ; 

A.—No, no. I'd be glad to read the letter. You are not interpreting 
it right. 

Q.—I am taking your own memo, if you want to read it well and good. 

“Chairman finally wrote him November 19, 1919, pointing out that this 
was out of place in business correspondence, and suggesting that perhaps what 
had occurred was owing to a misunderstanding or difference in point of view, 
and if so there should be no difficulty in removing the trouble, but if on the 
other hand there was antagonism and’ lack of sympathy with the Act and 
its administration there would be nothing to do but discontinue further deal- 
ings. Doctor replied that discourtesy was ‘most remote from his mind’. 

Mr. Pricey: I think he was a little sarcastic there. 5 an 

Mr. Drewart: I think not sir, when we have men so thin skinned as the 


Chairman. 


- “Tater further complaints about taxation of bills, etc., again took place 


and the doctor threatened in ‘claim 185844 to keep patients in the hospital 


unless larger allowances were made for office dressings. He was written 


29—J-22-v2. 


896 Appenpix No. 2. 1922 
RN an Ae Re Oe ee el ee 


that this must not be done. He again talked of autocracy and said he was 
certainly going to make a boarding house of the hospital rather than a 
charitable institution out of his office. The Board warned him the result 
must be refusal to employ him in Board cases. No satisfactory reply was 
received, and after notice, doctor was suspended May 9th, 1921.” 

Q.—Is that a fair summary ? 

A.—I think that is a fair summary. 

(.—And he has not been reinstated ¢ 

A.—No. He made no reply to the notice, Mr. Dewart. I think that 
is one point I should add. 

Q.—That is here. I read that here:—‘‘The Board warned him the result 
must be refusal to employ him in Board cases. No satisfactory reply was 
received and after notice the doctor was suspended May 9th, 1921.” 

Q.—Now, Mr. Price, in a case of that kind where there is nothing so 
far as the medical treatment is concerned that is amiss, do you not think 
that the Board of its own volition ought to make the reinstatement 4 

A.—The chief difficulty there at the end of the matter Mr. Dewart is 
this; that Dr. Fissette threatened to keep patients in the hospital improperly 
to suit his own convenience; the dollar fee was not large enough, and he in- 
tended to keep them there. He would get the dollar fee and the hospital 
would have to attend to the dressings, and he persisted in saying that he 
would do that. You cannot surely continue to employ a doctor who takes 
that stand. . 

Q.—So that is your view with reference to that. 

Q.—Then do you remember one in which you complained with reference 
to the doctor’s services and he returned the check for the account ? 

A.—Oh we have several cases where that happened. I don’t know which 
one is referred to. Of course he was—I don’t think he was justified. We want 
to give a proper fee. 

Q.—There have been cases I notice here and there in which upon inquiry 
it has turned out that the doctor has mixed accounts, which might happen, and 
explained the circumstances to the Board ? 

A.—Yes; not always satisfactorily. 

Q.—Not satisfactorily to you? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Then I see that there are some cases in Hamilton, two cases, number 
twenty-nine and thirty, Dr. Nancekivell and Dr. Rogers. They appear to’ be 
gentlemen who were employed largely by the workmen of the Steel Corpora- 
tion of Canada, and the Hamilton Bridge Co. ‘ 

A.—Yes; one of the plants of the Steel Co., not the big factory. 

Q.—Now does not the difficulty there appear to arise from the fact that 
one doctor took over the other doctor’s practice, and that in some cases the 
certificate was made by the doctor who is interested in half of the account 





rather than bv the doctor who had made the actual-attendance? You recollect | 


that ¢ ; ? ; 
A.—No; that was not the essence of the difficulty, Mr. Dewart. 


i 
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Q.—Your note here under the second of the Nancekivell cases says ; 


__ “The Board finds that doctor who took over another doctor’s compensation 
work along with other practice, under arrangement by which the latter was to 
receive half the fees although doing none of the work, rendered an account 
containing items of service which he did not render.” 


Q.—Stopping at that point, that means that the person to whom he had 
handed over the work rendered the service, and he, having a half interest 
rendered the account ? 

A.—No; it means the services were not rendered by either doctor and 
the account was falsified and dishonest. 

Q.—And you undertook to say; 


“And, falsely declared to the correctness thereof and it is believed in an 


_ attempt to cover up the fraud subsequently made alterations in his original 


record of attendance.”’ 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now have you any evidence to support that charge? 

A.—There was a hearing before the full Board and that was the unani- 
mous finding of the Board. 

Q.—I endeavored to decipher the notes of somebody but was unable to 


follow the hieroglyphics. What evidence was. there before the Board ? 


‘These doctors’ books were produced: and they were palpably altered. 
There was not any manner of question about that. : 

Q.—Well, I would like to put in the evidence taken before the Board; 
it would take some time to read it. 

A.—That is only notes. 

Q.—I went over the papers with some care last night because the charges 
there were rather serious and I was unable to find any evidence to support 
the suggestion. 

A.—The evidence was not taken down. 

Q.—I had been unable to find in the files any suggestion of evidence 


_ supporting the charge that he had falsely declared to the correctness of the 









| the doctor on your books? is th poe 
| a false declaration made or alterations 1n these files ? 


account. 
A.—It is not a charge. , 
Q.—The charge here is that he falsely declared to the correctness of his 


a account and that he subsequently made alterations in his original records te 
- cover up the fraud. 


A.—I ean only tell you again that that is not a charge; it is the finding 


_ of the Board after taking the evidence. 


Q.—That stands in your books as a charge against the doctor, as a reason 


- why he should not be engaged ? 


A.—It is a copy of the finding of the Board. . 
Q.—Well, that is a very fine distinction. It stands as a charge against 
“Where is there evidence to show that there was 


: 5 : | taken viva 
A.—J did not say eviderice was produced; the evidence was taken 


voce. 
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Q.—Well, can you tell me where is the evidence that would justify the 
charge ? 

- A.—You have it there, claim 202134. The doctor always makes a 
declaration that the services were actually rendered. We found on the taking 
of evidence and the examination of Dr. Nancekivell’s books that a large num- 
ber of these items that he charged for and declared to, were not rendered at 
all. There is no manner of doubt. 

Q.—Well, I am asking you what evidence there is in your notes to justify 
that ? 
- A.—I don’t say there is any evidence in my notes, but there is the amplest 

in the Board. 

A.—I would like to have the notes extended. 

Q.—In that case will you refer to a letter July 8th, 1921, in the small 
filer) \i« 

A.—That is the doctors’ file. What is the date? 

Q.—July 8, 1921. 

A.—Copy of our letter; yes, do you wish me to read it 4 

Q.—I see here under date of July 3, 1921, that Dr. Nancekivell writes: 

“T took over Dr. Rogers practice permanently on May 23, 1921 and shall 
be attending to his Compensation cases from the Steel Co. of Canada and 
both Hamilton Bridge Works, where there is only one or two dressings. 
After that date you may remit to Dr. Rogers but before that I prefer you to 
remit to me, as we are in partnership by mutual agreement, I doing all the 
work and keeping full account of the finances.” 

“That is under date July 3. Then, following that you write—this is 
your letter: 

“Your letter of July 3 has been carefully noted, but we wish to advise 
you that the Board cannot comply with your request as to division of fees 
between Dr. Rogers and yourself. Where both names appear in accounts, 
check will be issued in the firm’s name. 

“Will you please forward to the Board for approval copy of your con- 
tract with the Steel Company and Hamilton Bridge Works ?” 

> Q.—What was the object of that, Mr. Price? 

A.—What point do you refer to? 

Q.—“Please forward copy of your contract with the Steel Company 
and Hamilton Bridge Works.” | 

A.~-We always do that.. We always ask for a copy where there is a 
contract. | 

- Q.—Then you take the position that the terms of the contract under 
which any doctor is employed to treat the employee of any work or works, 
that that contract must be submitted to you for approval 

A.—Oh it is certainly our duty to look into that matter. And if I 
may explain that, everybody who is familiar with conditions in the north 
country at all knows—— 

Q.—This is in Hamilton. 

A.—I know—knows the difficulties that there used to be with contract 
prices in the handling of work and that led to the establishment of the prac- 
tice of asking for the doctors’ contracts with the employer in our cases, know- 
ing these grievances exist. — a 
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Q.—Then do you: take the position that in cases of contract in the city 


like Hamilton whereby a doctor who is acceptable to a corporation is to treat 
_ the employes of a corporation like the Hamilton Steel Company or the 
_ Hamilton Bridge Company that contract must be in form approved by you? 


A.—Well we are under duty by the provisions of the Act to look after 


_ and deal wrth the matter of medical aid. It is our responsibility to look after 
_ that. 


Q.—Then Dr. Nancekivell wrote you on the 11th of July, “re contvaet 
with Steel Company and Bridge Works ? 
“Re contract with the Steel Company of Canada and the Bridge Works, 


I have none, but am doing all Dr. Rogers’ office work including this work by 


mutual agreement with him, and with the assent of the managing Directorate 


_ of these Companies.” 


Q.—Was that satisfactory to you ? 
A.—No it was not; no arrangement is satisfactory under which one 


doctor agrees to divide fees with another doctor who does not do the work. 
_ The doctors on the one hand grumble abut the fees not being large enough 


and here was a doctor giving half of the fees away, paid to another doctor. 
Q.—Under arrangement that had been made between them as to certain 


divisions of the work ? 


A.—The Board talked it over and we did not feel that was a proper 
arrangement to have in existence. 

Q.—Do you not realize so far as Dr. Rogers is concerned he might be 
entitled under the arrangement they had to a part of the fees earned by Dr. 
Nancekivell as Dr. Nancekivell claimed to be entitled to part of the other fees 
If one is doing a certain class of work and the other, another, each might be 
entitled to part of the other’s fees ? 

A—I don’t think that is the situation. Dr. Nancekivell was continu- 
ing the work and Dr. Rogers had quit that work. I am satisfied now—I am 


sure Dr. Nancekivell was not sharing out of work Dr. Rogers did. There 


might have been some temporary arrangement about dividing up fees for cases 


partly attended to but not completed. 


Q.— You would not think there might be sufficient consideration exist- 


: ing between the two for certain transfers of work of that kind? 


was entitled to transfer. 


A.—We do not feel Dr. Rogers had any interest in our work which he 
The fees we paid were for services. rendered by 


‘the doctor, and I don’t think any doctor has a right to transfer. 


Q.—Is it not equally the work of the company that pays its money into 


the Compensation Board ? 


regard to your attitude in regar 


ae undertake to deal with the terms 0 


5 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the workman who was treated ? . 

A.—Yes; but the management of it is left with the Board. eae 
Q.—Do you not think I might fairly use the word “paternalism” in 
d to some of these matters ? 


A.—Well, you will have to use it in connection with the statute. We simply 
’ 


act according to the statute. 


Q.—I may suggest you exceed your powers under the statute when you 


f the contract under which work is done ? 


A.—It is our duty to see as to the kind of medical service that is being 
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rendered and everybody knows that there has been a lot of abuse in connection 
with contract work. | 

Q.—After Dr. Struthers there was quite a bit of improvement in connection 
with the medical men ? 

A.—Dr. Struthers has always been our chief medical officer. 

Q.—Well, I think they had a lot of trouble with Bell ? 

A.—Well, there has been much less friction between Dr. Bell and the 
doctors than between Dr. Struthers and the doctors. 


Q.—Then I believe the Steel Co. were anxious that Dr. Nancekivell : 


should be continued, he was apparently very satisfactory to them ? 
A.—He was. I do not know that it is right to say they were anxious. 


Q.—I see your letter of October 24 in which you write to Mr. Champ, ~ 
Treasurer of the Steel Co. of Canada and expressed surprise at. the course taken — 
in view of the contents of our letter to you of September 15th. That was the — 
notification that some other arrangement should be made with regard to the — 


work which Dr. Nancekivell had been handling. And you wrote to them :— 


| “October 24, 1921. — 
“Surely you cannot intend to take the position that the fact that Dr. # 
Nancekivell has been found by us to be unsatisfactory, and unreliable in his re- 


ports, is to be ignored. 


“Kindly let us know whether or not you intend to make arrangements © 


under which someone other than Dr. Nancekivell will be called in case Dr. 
Rogers is absent. We did not ask you to make. an investigation as we already 


— Se 
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had what we felt was sufficient information to require us to act. Frankly we can- 
not understand why you should want to continue such a doctor in Compensa- f 


tion Board eases. 


“Chairman.” 
A.—Yes; I recall that now. 


Q.—And as a result of your view in the matter Dr. Nancekivell and Dr. i 


Rogers’ service have been dispensed with. Now I find another case, number 31, 
which seems also to be a case dealing with a doctor who was employed by the 


Steel Corporation. 


A.—Before leaving the Nancekivell case might I ask you to put in our — 


finding ? 
© —T thonght T had put them in before I read them, Mr. Price. 
A.—That is only the memo. I have here the formal finding. 
Q.—Then that can go in with the copy of the evidence :— 


Regarding Dr. T. W. Nancekivell and Dr. J. T. Rogers. 


“Upon investigation into the accounts of these doctors in claims 199461 
McIntosh and 202134 Sparrow, after hearing the evidence of Robert McIntosh, | 
Dr. Thomas W. Nancekivell, and Marie LeBlanc and the statement of Draw 
J. T. Rogers, and upon examining the books and records of both doctors and 


the papers and records on file with the Board, 


“The Board finds that Dr. Nancekivell, who took over Dr. Rogers’ com- | 


pensation work along with other practice, under arrangement by which Dr. 
Rogers was to receive half the fees although doing none of the work, ren- 
dered an account containing iteins of service which he did not render, and 


ee 
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falsely declared to the correctness thereof, and it is believed in an attempt 
to cover up the fraud subsequently made alterations in his original record 
of attendances. 

“The Board also finds that Dr. Rogers rendered and declared to an 
account containing items of service which he did not render, he having 
no entries or records in his books for a large number of the items contained 
in his account and the evidence satisfying the Board that the Services charged 
for were not all rendered and that the amount of the bill was not warranted 
in the case. 

“The Board directs that the services of Dr. Thomas W. Nancekivell be 
not accepted in Workmen’s Compensation Board cases hereafter occurring, 
and that the Steel Company of Canada Limited and the Hamilton Bridge 
Works Company, Limited, be so notified. 

_ “And the Board also directs that the services of Dr. J. T. Rogers be not 
hereafter accepted in Workmen’s Compensation.Board cases and that he be 
so notified.” 

November 10, 1921. 


EVIDENCE NOTES 
November 4, 1921. 


199461—MclIntosh. 
2021 34---Sparrow. 


Full Board present. 


Robert McIntosh S. to Mr. W. 
| Injured Apl. 26. Went to Dr. J. T. Rogers. He opened it next day. 
Quit work. He treated me again the following day. Dressed my finger nearly 
every day. I went nearly every other day for some time. He had been to my 
place on 2 or 3 occasions. After that I went to his office every other day. I 
went every day for two weeks. Kept going for about 5 weeks.” 

“Then went to Dr. Nancekivell at same office. He opened it once at 
his office. I guess I was going back for 4 or 5 weeks about every 3 days— 
twice a week. Didn’t go every day.” ; 

“To Dr. Rogers—Came twice a day on several occasions. 

“To. Mr. K.—I did not see Dr. after I went to work. 

Dr. Thos. W. Nancekivell S. to Mr. W. 

“Pirst saw McIntosh May 25—that is first record. Think I saw him once 


or twice before that. (Looks at his compensation book). 
“To Chairman—lI told you of this Book. (Chairman reads what Drs, NG 


told us the other day.) 


“To Mr. W. —(Goes over book—traces entries). I enter these at the 


pen Chairman—All the entries for McIntosh in that book are in my 


writing. All were entered at the same time. 


“To Mr. K.—I swear that.” 

Sparrow CaAsE | 
“To Mr. W.—First part was made up from statement from patient.” 
“Fe items in Form 92 that are not in Dr’s book.” 


Marie LeBlanc—S. to Mr. W. 
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“Bookkeeper of Dr. N. started about time Dr. N. took over Dr. R’s 
practice. He told me to go by the book but where I was in doubt I would 
ask the Dr.” 

“T made out the Sparra acct, from book and asking Dr. N.” 

“There are only 3 not 5 additional entries on Form 92.” 

“No explanation as to missing 3 items.” 

“Chairman asks Dr. Rogers if he wishes to give evidence or make a 
statement. He says he will make a statement. 

w “States that he handed all his practice but continued to live there a 
while.” 

“Says got the 23 items in McIntosh case from May 23 out of his head. 
Did not have Dr. N.’s book before him when making it up.” 

“Not now in practice.” 

“To Mr. W.—The items in acent. in Sparrow case dated 4 July 1921 
were got out of my little pocket book. That book mislaid.” 

Q.—Then I see number 31, another Hamilton case, Dr. P. T. H. Wythe. 
He appears also to have been employed by the Steel Co. 

A.—He was never employed as far as I know by any firm, that is to say 
he never had any regular employment like Nancekivell and Rogers and others. 

Q.—Was he never employed by vote of the Workmen of the Steel Co. 
of Canada? 

A.—No. They were— 

Q.—Well, if he was not that is an answer? Z. 

A.—There were three cases that went to him. I don’t know how they 


got. there. 
Q.—Well, I see a case of Mrs. Mary Barrett ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—That is a case in which under date of September 24, 1920, Dr. 
Syers seems to have been treating that case? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What is the first item of Dr. Syers’ account, October 11? 

A.—That is the first, yes. 

Q.—I had an idea there was an earlier account. However, Dr. Syers’ 
account allows $28.80 ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

().—Then there is a memo that so far as Dr. Wythe is concerned he 
was allowed $3.00 ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What is the first report that Dr. Wythe made in that case? 

A.—January 11, in the form of a letter, I think, Mr. Dewart, is the 
first one. 

Q.—That is the case as I recollect it, going over the documents last 
night, in which she had been handling a truck full of goods and the rope 
broke and she was thrown down and suffered injuries to her back and base 
of the buttocks, and had considerable injury, do you recollect the case? 

A.—Yes; the statement was she fell on the floor. 

Q.—She was violently thrown by the breaking of the rope? 

A.—While pulling truck rope broke and she fell to the ground. 
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Q.—Now may I look at Dr. Wythe’s report of January 11, 1921? That 


was some time after the injury. He apparently was not the first doctor called 
in in that case ? 


A.—No, apparently not. 
Q.—Well, let me see, on the 11th of January then she would be under 
- the treatment of Dr. Syer? You have Dr. Syers’ account there? 
A.—This is only extending to the 11th of November—from October 
11th to November 11th. 
Q.—But on January 11th, that was some time after Dr. Syers had her 
under treatment ? 
A.—Yes, quite a while after. 
Q.—Yes, and Dr. Wythe writes to the Secretary of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Board :— . 
“Hamilton, Ont., January 11th, 1921. 
“The Secretary 
‘“Workmen’s Compensation Board, 
“Toronto, Ontario. 


“Dear Sir :— 

“On the 6th inst. I was requested by the Mercury Mills Co., Ltd., of 
Hamilton, Ont. to examine Mrs. Mary Barrett of 52 Cedar Avenue, on their 
behalf to inquire into and ascertain the extent of the injury she sustained 
while in their employment on the 24th day of Sept. last. 

“T was informed both by herself and her employers that while she was 
engaged in hauling a truck loaded with underwear the rope attached to the 
truck broke and she fell as a consequence. 

“T therefore made a complete examination of Mrs. Barrett and find 
that she is suffering from strained and torn ligaments of both sacro iliac 
joints, the muscles ligaments and sacral nerves also give evidence of being 
damaged, there is also an appearance of fracture of the coccyx on examina- 
tion for there is extreme tenderness over this part. ‘She is in severe pain 
and ig unable to sit down and finds it impossible to assume an upright car- 
riage. There is every indication that her present condition is the direct 
result of the fall and after thorough examination I am of opinion that there 
certainly is no constitutional reason which would assume for her present 
state. As to the probable duration of her capacity I think that she will be 
unable to work for at least two months from the present time, and as she 
is in an impecunious condition it is imperative that some relief be afforded 
at a very early date. bap 

“To make a complete diagnosis of the full extent of the injury further 
hs are necessary and this I am having done. However even 
supposing these do not reveal a fractured coceyx that will be no indication 
that the woman is not seriously injured. Meanwhile I would advise elec- 
trical treatment massage and if as I ae the coccyx is fractured an operation 

ill b o remedy this condition. 
‘aa Pe ke mine ae consideration I think there can be absolutely 
no doubt that the woman’s condition was due to the fall she received Sept. 
94-20 as her employers are willing to swear that she was perfectly well and 
strong before her accident, able to do her work efficiently whereas after her 


X-ray photograp 
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fall she was almost completely incapacitated and after thoroughly examining 
her I find such injuries as she has could certainly have been caused by a fall 
such as she had. So that it leaves no room for doubt in the matter whatever 
regarding her condition. 

“Tt is very desirable that your board make a finding in the matter forth- 
with as the patient has no means of paying the cost of treatment and has no 
means but work for earning a livelihood, and delay will only aggravate her 
condition and retard her recovery. So I ask you to write at once and let me 
know the action which your Board are taking with the case so that I can 
proceed with the treatment. 

(Signed) “P.. Wytrus, M.D., C.M.” 


Q.—Now that was his letter to you under date January 11th, that was 
the first communication from him in this case? 

A.—Well, the file will show. 

Q.—And then on the 18th he writes, “Not having received any answer 
from your Board.” 

Then let me follow this up. I see the file contains under date of Feb- 
ruary 2nd, 1921, the report of the X-ray examination at the Toronto Gen- 
eral Hospital, signed by G. E. Rogers, in which he says ‘The examination 
shows that there is no evidence of abnormality in the bony structure of the 
pelvis; the coecyx are apparently normal—showing no injury to the bony 
structure.” 

And then we have Dr. F. W. Marlowe’s report to Dr. Struthers, his 
chief medical officer, pointing out to him— 

A.—Yes, there are more intervening reports. 

().—And apparently the net result of Dr. Marlowe’s report is that she 
has been in a highly nervous state and under the impression she had sus- 
tained some serious injury and he thought there was an aggravation of the 
nervons ani physical effects and disability and so on. Now was that the 
first case in which you had reason to criticize Dr. Wythe’s reports ? 

A.—I think it was, Mr. Dewart. TI think I knew nothing about that 
case for some time after it happened. The doctors attended to it. 

Q.—And your note here on the 22nd February is— 

A.—That is the doctor’s note. 

Q.—That would be Dr. Struthers. Now Dr. Marlowe’s report said 
this accident had not produced serious physical injury, but she was appar- 
ently of a highly strung nervous system, she was apparently upset, and this 
was apparently made worse by the efforts to return to work and I think of 
the failure of her medical attendants to realize her real condition and failure 
to reassure her there was no serious condition present. And the advice is 
she be given two or three months t.t.d. What is that? 

A.—Temporary total disability; that is full compensation. 

Q.—And Medical Aid and be left under Dr. Marlowe’s care for an- 


other week or two. Now you say, I think, undoubtedly the condition is | 


made worse by the failure of her medical attendants to realize her real con- 
dition. Surely that must apply to Dr. Syer rather than Dr. Wythe? 


A.—It applies to both of them and probably more particularly to Dr. - 


Syer. | 
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Q.—Then so far as Dr. Wythe is concerned you notice in Dr. Wythe’s 
letter or report of January i1th he finds this is injury to ligaments and he 
says the fracture of the coccyx that he suspects can only be determined by 
X-ray. That was a reasonable report, was it not? 

A.—Well, our doctors did not think it was a very skillful report. 

‘Q.—Well, Dr. Wythe is a young practitioner. He examined the case 
and found the injury. He had not had experience with nervous diseases; 
that apparently called for the attention of one of the highest class practi- 
tioners in the country, namely Dr. Marlow. Would you expect that a young 
practitioner like Dr. Wythe would be able to establish all Dr. Marlowe 
found ? 

A.—No, I do not, Mr. Dewart. 

@.—Then when he called your attention to the necessity for the Board’s 
attention to the necessity for X-ray and so on, he was pointing out the very 
line that was afterwards taken ? 

A.—Oh: yes, he was urging settlement of the case without further in- 
vestigation ! 

Q.—He suggested X-ray and suggested the woman’s condition is such 
that she should have some allowance. If you look at the woman’s own letters 
to your Board, she pointed out her impecunious condition and urges what no 
doubt she urged on the doctor, that she had a family and children and had 
no means of support. You notice that in her letters? se 

A.—Well, I don’t notice it. I have no doubt it is correct if you say so. 

Q.—Yes, this is a letter of the 11th of January, he feels the woman is 
in a bad way. He was not treating her, he merely made this examination. 

Q.—That was his opinion, and that had been the opinion of Dr. Syers. 
And Dr. Syers treated her for a period of over a month for which you al- 
lowed him. You realize, do you not, that in nervous conditions it is very 
difficult sometimes to diagnose the real trouble? 

A.—Undoubtedly. 

Q.—And with a woman of her highly strung nervous character that 
would be particularly so ? 

Mr. Greentaw: Is there any surprise that the woman was highly 
nervous when she was being used for a horse, pulling a truck with ropes? 

Q.—I see that the Mercury Mills Ltd. employers wrote you under date 
December 16: “Mrs. Mary Barrett about whom you have written me is stall 
suffering from her accident. She was in hospital for several weeks... . . 
Two weeks ago she came out of the hospital and has been in bed ever since 
her return to her home. On December 14 her condition was so serious we 
were forced to call in another doctor, Dr. Blake. He diagnozed her case 
as’ fractured coccyx.” , 

Q.—You see that is in December, nearly a month prior to the examina- 
tion by Dr. Wythe. So you had Dr. Blake diagnose as fractured coccyx at 


that time and she was sent back to hospital as a ward patient. 


“We will be pleased to have you look again into her case as a ward 


patient.”’ si 
Now that followed a letter by the secretary of the Board to the Mercury 


Mills. claim 176765—“The Board has decided that compensation or medical 
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aid cannot be allowed in this case as the disability was not the result of an 
accident.” 

In the face of the opinion of the doctors that there was injury; in the 
tace of the report. that came from the Mills as to how the thing had happened, 
she had fallen, how can it be said that if her condition was aggravated as a 
result of the fall that her condition was not so due to the accident that she 
should receive compensation ? 

A.—That was the opinion of our chief Medical Officer, Dr. Struthers, 


and his recommendation as to her condition. I think it recommends rejec- — 


tion. 

Q.—I see, and it was accordingly rejected. 

Mr. Watxer: In a case of that kind would not the company where the 
woman is working, would not they give a report? 

A.—Oh yes; we always get it. 

Q.—What was it? | 

A.—Well, Mr. Dewart has read that letter. They apparently thought — 
she did suffer from the injury. 

Mr. Tooms: It seems rather hard lines that one medical man’s opin- 
ion should go against so many other doctors who are not connected with the 
Board. 

A.—There was further examination and the claim was ultimately — 
allowed, Mr. Tooms. | 

Q.—Oh, it was allowed ? 3 

A.—The claim was ultimately allowed. It was sduoueictoned and she was — 
paid. 

Mr. Warxer: Is it not a fact that the company ee reenienion ought — 
to be taken in preference to others ? 

A.—Oh, we cannot take anybody’s recommendation as conclusive. You © 
see if we asked the employers so and so and took it as conclusive we would be ~ 
open to all sorts of impositions. 7 

Q.—But there is a good deal of importance in the company’s recom- — 
mendation ¢ q 

A.—Yes. | 7 

Mr. Dnwarr: This is a letter dated April 13 which you wrote to the © 
Mercury Mills, saying :— : 

“April 13, 1921. © 
“Mercury Mills Limited, 
“Balsam and Cumberland Sts., 
“Hamilton, Ontario. 

“This claim was given very careful consideration by the Board. Mrs. — 
Barrett was given a thorough examination by Dr. F. W. Marlow, who re- — 
ported that he could find really nothing specifically wrong with her. In his © 
opinion Mrs. Barrett was in a highly nervous state due to a combination of © 
circumstances. She had lost ‘her children and her husband and was under ~ 


the necessity of working for her living, and this coupled with failure to rest — 


completely after the accident and her impression that she had sustained a 
severe injury, resulted in a run down and extremely nervous condition. The — 
Board felt that so far as the accident itself was concerned it produced very — 
little physical injury but that considering the case as a whole it might be fair — 
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to award three months’ compensation for total disability and final the claim. 
It was also considered in the best interests of Mrs, Barrett to close the claim 
and not convey to her the impression that she was really disabled.” 
A.—That was in accordance with Dr. Marlow’s opinion. 
Q.—She had lost her children and her husband and was under the neces- 


_ sity of working for her living, and this, coupled with failure to rest com- 


re 


pletely after the accident and her impression that she had sustained a severe 
injury resulted in a run down and extremely nervous condition. The Board 
felt, so far as the accident itself was concerned, it produced very little in- 
jury, but considering the case as a whole it thought it might be fair to award 
three acer compensation, that is pay her for three months, is that it? 
A.—Yes. 
(Reads): “It was also considered in the best interests of Mrs. Barrett 


_to close the claim and not convey to her the impression that. she was really 


disabled.” 

Q.—Try to get the idea out of her mind that she had fallen down and 
hurt herself. Then hospital accounts, I see, have been paid. Now so far 
as Dr. Wythe is concerned this appears in his bill. And so far as his re- 
port is concerned, in view of the fact that the woman was examined three 
weeks before by Dr. Blake who diagnosed fractured coceyx— 

A.—It was the opinion of our medical officers we were going on. But 
the criticism was he did not make a skillful diagnosis, and he made the wo- 
man worse by putting in her mind she had injuries she did not have. 

Q.—Dr. Blake had so diagnosed the case. Dr. Syers had been treating 
her. Why do these particular matters come in Dr. Wythe’s file? Was Dr. 
Syers disciplined by the Board ? 

A.—He was not allowed his bill—only a very small part of it. 

Q.—I think not. I see he rendered a $25 bill. You struck $1.50 off. 
added twenty per cent., leaving him $28.80, instead of the $25 he claimed ? 

A.—There is a memo, that there was no serious condition. Dr. Stru- 
thers blames them for making the woman as bad as she was. 

Q.—But Dr. Wythe had not attended her at all. He simply made an 
examination in January and reports on J anuary 11, at the request of the 
company, regarding injuries that had been sustained. I want to know why 
you singled Dr. Wythe out for condemnation ? 

A.—We didn’t. This was not the case that led to Dr. Wythe’s sus- 

ension as you call it. 
: O.—Well. it is the first item I find. 
A.—This is one of the cases he dealt with. So far as I know there 


were three up to that time, and this 1s one of them. If there had been 
nothing but this case Dr. Wythe would not have been suspended. He was 
not suspended on this case nor for some considerable time after. . 
Q.—Well, when Dr. Wythe was not called in and then only at the in- 
stance of the company from the date of the injury, September 24th, 1920 
to January 11th, 1921, you would not think he was responsible for the 
et 
Samal our doctors thought he was partially responsible. 
Q.—Then the next item I see, 207504, case of John Wells, and the 


account was $32.50 and according to your memo here, “when written made 
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it $15 claiming to have mixed accounts and saying he had three patients of 
the same name.” The account was taxed $2.50, making it $12.50 and $2.50 
put on, allowing him $15. 

A.—$2.50 was put on. 

Q.—So he was allowed $15? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—Did you ascertain he hhadn’t other patients of the same name ? 

A.—No. 

Mr. Watson: Was he suspended ? 

A.—He was suspended later on for still another case. 

Mr. Dewarr: Well there is case 194491, that is a case I see of H. 
Taylor, who was employed at T. H. Secord and Sons in Dundas. Would 
you turn up a letter of September 22, 1921, from Mr. Dickeson, secretary 
of the Brotherhood to which Mr. Taylor belonged. 

A.—Yes. 

(.—This is a letter from A. F. Dickeson, secretary of the United Bro- 
therhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Hamilton District Council. 

“I am instructed to communicate with you regarding the above claim. 
The man concerned, a carpenter, named H. E. Taylor, received injuries to 
both feet through falling from a scaffold in Pantages Theatre, Hamilton, 
March 4, 1921, and was incapacitated through these injuries until Septem- 
ber 1, 1921, when Wr. Wythe decided he could resume work of a light 
nature. 

“He received compensation only up to June 30, 1921, on the ground I 
believe that he was suffering from an attack of Typhoid Fever. Dr. Wythe 
however informs me his inability to resume work was entirely due to the 
accident and had nothing to do with Typhoid Fever.” 

Q.—It appears, I think, that the Typhoid Fever was a mild attack and 
only lasted about a week ? 

A.—That is not correct. 

Q.—-Well, that. is what I saw somewhere in the file. 


And he goes on to ask in view of the doctor’s opinion that the man be — 


allowed Compensation for July and August. 
Q.—Have you there Dr. Wythe’s report, his report on the case ? 
A.—Here is form eight. | 
Q:—That accident was on March 4th, 1921, and Dr. Wythe’s report 
is under date March 18th. He says: “In regard to the nature, extent and 
region of the injury—tracture of the right talus with extreme swelling of 
right, ankle, left ankle also swollen and sprained but no fracture, gash over the 


right eye;” then he explains his treatment, posterior splint to the right ankle, — 
after swelling had been taken down, followed by massage. Massage and lini- — 
ment to the left ankle. And on April 23 he thinks he will be able to resume ~ 


in about three weeks. ‘Still suffering from strained ligaments both ankles 


and fallen arches, and a similar report of May 10th. On the 18th of June. 


he is unable to say how soon he will be able to resume because of condition 
of both ankle joints still making it painful to walk on, become swollen with 


standing up for any length of time. And then again on the 1st of July; 


at, present he is not able to work on account of swelling of both feet and fallen | 
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arches ; and then there is a subsequent statement sent on August 30th, doubt- 
ful if right ankle will come back to normal form; left ankle too tender to 
touch; swollen with standing for any length of time; lameness in walking. 
Now that shows Dr. Wythe’s remarks about the case which he considered 
was a serious one, which, from the nature of the fall I would say might pro- 
duce these conditions. Now what reason have you for doubting the accuracy 
or correctness of Dr. Wythe’s diagnosis in that case? 

A.—We had an investigation. 

Q.—What medical reports did you receive? 

_ A.—Opinions of our own doctors, Dr. Struthers chiefly. I think it was 

Dr. Struthers had to do with this. 

Q.—Where is Dr. Struther’s report? 

Mr. Watson: Who do you mean by your own doctors ? 

A.—Our medical aid doctors who are with us all the time in the office. 
We have three medical officers, three doctors, Drs. Struthers, Bell and 
Bremner. ‘Taylor was over and he was seen by Dr. Struthers and also by the 
Secretary, Mr. Wirmeth. Dr. Struthers’ memo here of September 6th says: 
“Claimant at first denied having typhoid fever, then admitted the state- 
ment was incorrect; recommend final claim as it stands.” 

Q.—Was there any outside doctor called in to report the matter as in 
some other cases such as the Barrett case? 

A.—I don’t recall that there were any outside doctors except our own 
in this case. 

Q.—Then you have no doctors whose report would cover the early 








period of treatment from the injury of March 4th until the time Dr. Struth- 
ers seems to have taken hold of the case about August or September ? 
‘ , A.—Yes, about the end of August Dr. Struthers recommended the 
-__ elaimant be brought over. 
i Q.—Then there is no other report that you have with reference to the 
medical or surgical condition of this man from March until September ? 


A.—There is one from Dr. Wythe, or at least a copy, that you did not 
read—one at the end; that is really a report. _ 
Q.—I thought that was some labor council? 
—W hey forwarded it. 
pie an athe is a copy of the heading of the Hamilton 
District Council of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners. 
“This is to notify that H. E. Taylor has been. since March 4th, 1921, suffer- 
ing from injuries received to both ankles while working; he was confined 
to bed absolutely and then had to go about on erutches and was positively not 
able to do his regular work until September 1st; the condition of his pete 
was such that one ankle was badly broken and the other very mg “ae 
and fact that he had to carry his whole weight on the injured Sg nee = 
recovery.” So he puts the date at September Ist that he ne a eos 
MP work. which was. a, little prior. to Dr. Struthers’ report o pat ember 
t What was the amount of Dr. Wrythe’s account in that case + 
A.—I don’t think it was ever all rendered. 


| lo you find that was rendered ? 
PaaS et ‘ved May 19th, 1921, for $23.50, re 


— ‘2 one which we recel 3 
i eee ae 19th, dated 16th of May. And another one was received 








Fi . 
mm ceive 
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the same day again, made out on another sheet for $11.00; and another one 
received, that is dated 2nd of June, for $13. 

Q.—Is that all? 

A.—That is all, yes. 

Q.—So there has been no bill rendered since that time? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Were these accounts all taxed or allowed or what happened ? 

A.—yYes, these were all taxed and allowed, but they were all added to. 
The first one was allowed at $28.20; the next allowed at $13.20 and the last 
allowed at $15.60. 

().—There has been no account since that? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Having regard to the nature of the injury do you think the amounts 
of these accounts were unreasonable ? 

A.—Well, I think there were too many attendances; too many charges, 
rather. 

Q.—That man Taylor was allowed for his injury ? 

A.—Yes; up until 1st of July I think he was allowed. 

Q.—Then you thought there were too many attendances. Why so, Mr. 
Price ? 

A.—When Dr. Wythe was examined under oath at the investigation we 
asked him to produce his books. 

Q.—What is the date of the investigation ? 

A.—Friday, 18th of November, 1921. 

@.—Are there notes of that investigation there ? 

A.—They are like the others; they are only partial notes; this record 
did not purport to be notes of the evidence; simply what I jotted down from 
time to time. 

Q.—I take it that Taylor’s statement and Dr. Ryckert’s statement were 
made with reference to treatment; and then we have Dr. Wythe; I suppose 
“S” stands for sworn; “Attended Mr. Taylor; called by hospital surgeon ; 
fracture; extensive swelling of both feet, X-rays did not show any bony 
pathology except fracture of ascalcis, treated him some months up to Sep- 
tember, (refers to report of July 17), not sure he was in front of me then, 
actually saw him June 17, 28 (28 another Taylor) I admit very bad book- 
keeping (examination shows accounts 92 does not at all agree with book, 
also, number of fresh entries for Taylor in book). I saw him on June 17; 
that is right; he always came to my office; I was treating another Taylor; 
may have got them mixed ; next entry June 11th; seems to be July 11th; 
Taylor told me he had Typhoid (about July 11th), and that Dr. Rykert had 
treated him for Typhoid; don’t know which Taylor I saw J uly 11th; saw 
him July 11th; I put light in then and massage; Mr. Taylor July 18 and 
20, 24 and 27; eight electrical treatments and massage; August 9, August 
24; man was in front of me when I made out report of August 30; I treated 
him only up to September; I remember seeing Taylor I think up to end of 
August. I told employer or someone I thought he would be able to resume 
work after he recovered from typhoid fever. Claimant says thinks threw 
crutches away about middle of June; used a cane about a week later.” 

Q.—That is the note I find here of his evidence. 
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A.—Yes; it is not a full note 


Q.—And you made another reference there, you suggested in the pre- 
cise of this case to you say the Board believed a large number of items were 
entered up afterwards, being in fresh ink, for the purpose of investigation. 
There is not reference to that 2 

A.—No, I don’t remember that there was. 

Q.—And you have no recollection of that evidence being given ? 

A.—I think one of the Commissioners told Dr. Wythe right there, 
“You don’t expect us to believe that these were entered up at the time.” 

Q.—I see you are cognizant of the fact that sometimes doctors as well 
as lawyers, supposed to be good lawyers—I say it with bated breath—do not 
enter the whole of their accounts up at the time, and have to trust to jottings 
and entries ? 

A.—Yes, to some extent no doubt that exists. 

Q.—I know one lawyer that has not made an entry or charge in his 
books during the session, though there has been some work done. It is not 
an unusual thing when a man is busy, he may not make his entries at the 
time ? 

A.—That may be so. | 

@.—Do you think the total sum he charged, amounting to some $57 
do you think that is unreasonable for the treatment of a serious case like this 
which would require more constant attendance during the earlier period ? 

A.—Well, if there had been no falsification of the books I don’t know 
that we would object to the sum. There is no question in the minds of the 
members of the Board that his books had been altered and falsified and he 
made fresh and false entries. 

Q.—Because of the conclusion you reached on that point, although there 
was nothing in his medical treatment of the case that was amiss, although 
__ his charges were not exorbitant— 

Ee A.—His medical treatment was not satisfactory. 

Q.—Why do you say that when you have no knowledge of what the treat- 
ment was until after September ? 

A.—wWell this man’s case was kept dragging along as our doctors thought 
unnecessarily and the apne aie findings of Dr. Wythe as to the man’s con- 
dit : , to be correct. 

A ae gongh never looked into the matter until September ? 
ined the man twice. 

A or cos that Dr. Wythe’s own report was given is the 
- Brotherhood that he was able to resume work and he did resume work on 
_ the ee ies reports were considered misleading. | 
- Oat if you considered them misleading does ‘ not ny Ai 
| you made no nee a up March 4, 1921, until after 1st of Septem- 
| | work ¢ 
> pee tne later ones, not the earlier ones in March. 

Q.—The ones in July and August! 

A.—Yes. 

—I see. 
eee cacularly those. 


by any means, just jottings. 
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Q.—And Dr. Maia was suspended 2 

A.—Yes, 

~ Q.—Solely on account of this Taylor dase? 

A.—I don’t think that is so. The Board had the memo in the three 
eases, but it was chiefly on account of the Taylor case..— 

A. —wWell, you have already admitted you would not suspend him on the 
first case ? 

A.—Not alone, but the accumulation of such cases might have led to it. 

Q.—And the second case was one in which he mixed two cases? 

A.—Well, I don’t accept that. I don’t know what the facts were. 

Q.—Did you investigate it? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Why should you refuse to accept that when you have no evidence? 


a 


A.—Because he himself admitted it was wrong and he made some ex- — 


cuse for his error in that case as he did in the Taylor case—strange he should 
be mixing names all the time. 

().—I understand that so far as that is concerned, in the second case, 
that is the Wells case, you made no investigation to ascertain whether or not 
there were other Wells on his books or not. That is a fact? 


A.—There was no investigation except that our officers wrote for an © 


explanation. 


().—And he reduced the account and explained the matter and then it © 


was put at $12.50 and you added $2.50? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And then I am right in saying there was nothing you were holding 
against him by reason of the two earlier cases ? 

A.—If nothing had happened subsequently no action I think would 
have been taken on these two former cases. 

@.—Do you think there was anything in the two’ former cases that 
should have been held in reserve against him, within ‘your own mind ? 


A.—Oh, I do. 


O DLR usiirat case in which he charged $3 for examination and the sec- _ 


ond in which he explained the crror and accepted a lesser sum ? 
A.—Yes; that was his statement. 


@.—Now the result of this was that Dr. Wythe was suspended Novem- ‘ 


ber 15th, 1921? 
A.—That is correct; whatever the date is there. 


Q.—And that was largely because of your investigation into his ac- 


counts 2 


and falsified accounts. 
Q.—Falsified accounts as you choose to put it. 
You have given Dr. Wythe no opportunity for reinstatement ? 


A.—No, I don’t think he personally ever applied to us, for that mat- 
ter. One or two persons saw us in regard to him but I dente think he per- 


sonally made any application. 


Q. —Did he send you any statement in regard to other cases after the 


date of his suspension of November, 1921 ? 


A.—It was chiefly because of that, Mr. Dewart, because of unreliable 


ba “ 
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A.—There were some reports came in in subsequent cases, yes. 
~Q.—Have you got those that took place after his suspension 2 
A.—No; we can get them for you. | 
@.—You have not the memo? I understood that as Dr. Wythe’s medi- 
cal services were not complained of that he attended a nu 
which naturally came to him? 


A.—Well, I don’t accept that statement, that his medical services were 
not _complained of; they were complained of. 


‘ _Q.—Then it will remain an open question as to whether you were justi- 
fied in that or not. You Say you were? 


A.—Well, our doctors, of course, advised us as to that. 

Q.—Have you a memo of the other accounts he rendered later on? 

A.—TI don’t think he rendered us any others, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—Now, following your letter of the 25th of November did you send 
any letter to the Steel Co. or to Mr. Champ at the same time? 

A.—I don’t know what that letter was. 

Q.—Well, the letter notifying Dr. Wythe that his services would not be 
acceptable? TJs there a letter notifying the Steel Corporation of that at the 
same time ? 

A.—No, there is no such letter. The correspondence with the Steel 
Co. arose from an inquiry made by Mr. Champ as manager of the company 
and merely in answer to his letters; the correspondence is all there in the 
files, 

Q.—I cannot find Mr. Champ’s letter? 

A.—Well, Mr. Champ wrote us about several doctors from time to 
time. 

Q.—I see under date of January 10, 1922, that Mr. Champ, the Trea- 
surer of the Steel Co. of Canada writes you: 

“Mr. Sam Price, Chairman Workmen’s Compensation Board.” 

“We have been asked to approve of another applicant in respect to the 
medical position for our Hamilton works Benefit Society, Dr. R. T. Wythe, 
23 Bay street, South, Hamilton, has been nominated and will stand for elec- 
tion with the others of whom we have already advised you. Will you please 
advise us if in the events of his election he will be satisfactory to you. We 
understand that Dr. Connell is the most likely to be elected.” | | 

And you reply under date * vite 12, as Chairman, to Mr. Champ, 

knowledging hig favour of the 10th. 
Be scsseniti of past experience with Dr. Wythe the Board ae : 
two ago ruled that he should not in future be employed pane by ie 
eases. His services, therefore, cannot be accepted, and. si t eve - sas 
be elected the Board would refuse to have him a a, aecident eases, and wou 
have to appoint another doctor of e purpose. 
yosition you take $ 

i ate can vane election I should explain was for the appoint- 

SMart iter aie That was the occasion of the matter and that 
rary ag ne ae ae ee ae ‘ihe doctor act both for the benefit society 
has been the custom, 


mber of cages 


and for the Board. | 
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Q.—So that you made it impossible by your report to Mr. Champ for 
Dr. Wythe to be elected by the men or to serve or give reports on accidents 
to you? 

A.—No; I did not say anything or do anything regarding his election to 
the Benefit Society. All I dealt with was, had in mind was our work in accident 
eases. The Benefit Society covers Benefit Society sickness; with that I had 
nothing to do and attempted to have nothing to do. 

Q.—You were pointing out in reply to Mr. ‘Champ, anyway, as to the 
medical position for the Hamilton works Benefit Society and Dr. Wythe’s 
nomination, that Dr. Wythe’s services would not be accepted and even though 
he should be elected by the men the Board would refuse to have him act in 
accident cases and would have to appoint another doctor. Do you think it 
was possible for the men to elect Dr. Wythe in view of your letter ? 

A.—I hadn’t any idea that the letter would ever go to the men. 

Q.—You had been canvassing the whole situation with Mr. Champ very 
carefully for some time ? 

A.—TI answered his letters of inquiry. 

Q.—And you realize that in writing to you Mr. Champ knew that the 
man must be acceptable to you or else he could not be elected for their works ? 

A.—No; that wasn’t the situation at all as I understand it. We would 
not accept him for our work unless he was satisfactory, but we had nothing 
to say as to what doctor would act for the Benefit Society. It was a matter 
of convenience that the same doctor should act for both—not necessity. 

Q.—Take the situation as far back as December 30, 1921; Mr. Champ 
wrote to you, “We are to have an election of our Benefit Society about the 
middle of January. Dr. Woodall is not running this year, but Dr. Con- 
nell, who did a good deal of work, has consented to run and we believe the 
men will elect him. | 

“Will you please advise if this will be satisfactory to you in every 
respect.” 

And then you reply on January 5th— 

“We shall be satisfied to have Dr. Connell act in Workmen’s Compensa- 
‘tion Board cases.” | 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—So the might therefore run for the men’s Benefit Society ? 

A.—Well, that is the result, I suppose that would follow, but in the 
result we had nothing to do. 

Q.—Well perhaps others will form a more impartial judgment. Then 
under date of January 6th, Mr. Champ states: 

“Application received from Dr. Perkins, another practitioner, and he 
has given references of several leading men which they believe satisfactory 
and ask will you please advise if in the event of Dr, Perkins being elected 
will it be satisfactory for him to act in Workmen’s Compensation Board 
cases.” 

Q.—Did you not realize when you got that letter that it was essential 
the man should be acceptable to you? 

A.—No; what I thought was this, and I am not sure yet it is not a fact, 
that the employers approval is necessary as well as the election by the work- 
men, and what I think Mr. Champ wanted to know was whether he would 
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be satisfactory to us so he would know whether to approve of the doctor. 
They have been asked to approve—I understood it was Dr. Connell was 
going to act—either to approve or not approve of the doctors that were 
nominated. 

Q.—I see a memo, January 9, “M.M.L.”? Would that be Mr. Miller? 

A.—It was referred to me to place before the Board as to whether Dr. 
Perkins was likely to be suitable. 

Q.—“From what work Dr. Perkins has done from the Board we have 


- not been favourably impressed as far as his account is concerned,” and so on. 


“We have, however, never noticed anything to lead us to believe he is not 
capable of treating accident cases.” 

A.—That is Mr. Miller’s memo, our officers memo. 

Q.—And the same day you wrote to Mr. Champ acknowledging favour 


regarding Perkins, saying you discussed the matter with Board officers and. 


saying, ‘““We regret we are unable to say we feel Dr. Perkins would be satis- 
factory. It is open, however, to him to make application to our board per- 
sonally when the question can be considered.” 

Then again on January 5th, I see a similar inquiry made by Mr. Champ 
about Dr. Richmond, giving names Dr. Olstead and Rennie, and Dr. Storms ; 
he believes he is thoroughly experienced and capable, and “Before approv- 
ing application we would like to know if the same would be satisfactory to you. 
We understand the election would take place next week and there is likely 
to be two or more candidates and the candidate receiving the majority of 
votes will reccive the position.” 

Mr. Miller apparently gives you a memo that he knows little about Dr. 
Richmond. 

And your reply under date January ‘th is that you know little about 
Dr. Richmond but should he be elected you would look into the matter more 
fully and we think from the doctors recommending he would be satisfactory. 

Q.—Now will you say in view of all that correspondence, Mr. Price 
that you did not realize, Mr. Price, that your approval of the doctors’ names 
that were submitted to you was not essential for their election to represent 
the men on the Benefit Society ? ) 

A.—No; it was not essential for the election of the doctor for the Bene- 
fit Society, and my last letter to Dr. Wythe distinctly shows that if they 
elected him to the Benefit Society we would have to have somebody else for 
our work, contrary to the practice which had existed, | 

Q.—Do you not realize that the effect was to blacklist him for election 
so far as the Benefit Society was concerned @ 

A.—No, I didn’t look on it i that way. 

——Do you not now realize: 
pean Ms way Mr. Champ put it to us was they had been asked to 
give approval and I didn’t know that the name would ever go to the men at 
all. I supposed he would withhold approval and that would end the eg 

Q.—Well, if that is your view it seems a rather extraordinary one be 
cause one would naturally expect the result of a letter such as that sent out 
to the Treasurer of a company out of all this correspondence with reference 
to this man was for the purpose of determining your attitude and determin- 


ing whether the name should be submitted to the men ? 
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A.—TIt had been the practice under agreement with the company be- 
tween the company and the Board that the doctor who acted for the Bene- 
fit Society should also act for the Board if agreeable to the Board, and that 
was what I understood Mr. Champ’s purpose was in making inquiries about 
these several doctors. 

Q.—Are you aware that the result of your action was to make it im- 
possible for Dr. Wythe to be elected by the men for their Society 2 
jade Auth ddein’s know, except indirectly, what happened, except Dr. Con- 
nell was elected and Dr. Connell is doing the Board’s work. 

Q.—Now just a question or two with reference to your medical staff. 
How long has Dr. Struthers been with you? | 

A.—From the commencement. I think he was appointed December 
1914 or thereabouts. 

Q.—What was his previous position, where was he practising ? 

A.—I don’t know what the name of the office is; he was medical officer 
for the School Board, some position of that kind. 

().—Where was that? 

A.—In’ Toronto. 

Q.—And he came to you in 1914? 

A.—Yes; he was appointed, I think, in 1914. Just before the begin- 
ning of the year. We commenced paying compensation January 1, 1915 
and he came on a little ahead of time to get things shaped up. 

().—And is he the one whose advice is relied on in dealing with the 
reports that come in in dealing with the doctors from outside ? 

A.—Well, we rely on both of our doctors; he seems to have been con- 
cerned chiefly with the cases we have been discussing. 

Q.—He is practically the final medical authority ? 

A.—He is the chief. 

Q,—Dr. Bell who is on your staff, how long has he been with you ? 

A.—July 1, 1916, Mr. Wirmeth says. 

(.—And when did he graduate, do you know 2 

A.—He is a Queen’s man, in 1914, Mr. Wirmeth says. I don’t know 
of mv own knowledge. 

().— And what previous experience had he before he came on_ the 
Board ? | 

A.—He had been practising in Kingston. He had some military work. 
I don’t know the exact nature of it. 7 

@.—And Dr. Bremner, who is assisting medical officer ? 

A.—Very much more recent. It would be 1920, about the summer of 
1920, he came to us. In the interval, I may explain we had Dr. Curtis. 
Dr. Struthers was away overseas and we had Dr. Curtis fil his place while 
Dr. Struthers was away. 

@.—Then Dr. Bremner, when did he graduate? 

A.—I cannot say. I think he had been through about five or six years, 
something like that I would judge. He is a junior, of course. 

Q.—Mr. Miller is not a doctor? 

Ni NO; ae 

().—When was he taken on ? 


GeorceV. sr ppNDIx No. 2. ae 


A.—From St. Thomas. He had hospital experience, first aid and hos- 
pital experience on the Michigan Central Railway and in the St. Thomas 
Hospital. He had charge of the railway part of the hospital there for a num- 
ber of years. 

Q.—As what? Had he taken a medical course at all? 

A.—-No medical course except first aid, and he is an expert X-ray 
man. 

Q.—Then that forms your whole medical staf ? 

A.—Well, we have stenographers of course and we have two first aid 
officers Mr. Hayward and Mr. Hallam who assist under the doctors. 

Q.—I see, Hallam is the attendant to the medical aid officer, assistant 
to Mr. Miller? 

A.—Well, Hallam is; Mr. Hayward is assistant to the doctors. 

! Q.—I may say I did not go into all the thirty-one cases but I had only 
time up until last night to run over them hurriedly. How many of the thirty- 
one doctors that have been from time to time suspended are still under 
suspension ? 

A.—Twenty-three. 

Q.—Do you publish these names? 

A.—No; not at all. 

Q.—What is the proportion of doctors suspended to those employed ? 

A.—Oh, there are some 3,500 doctors all told in the Province, I think. 

Q.—Are the doctors generally satisfied with the administration ? 

“A.—I believe that they are. 

Q.—Did they express themselves so? 

A.—We have numerous letters. We have nearly 700 letters from them 
saying they are glad to do our work and saying they are satisfied with the 
fees and treatment they get and the courtesy they get. IT could produce 
them by the dozen. « Beis 

- Q.—Would employment of those antagonistic to the Board impair the 
administration of the Board? 

A.—I certainly feel so? 

Q.— Why ? 

A.—We cannot get on unless we get satisfactory representatives and 
the doctors’ co-operation. If they hold back and won’t co-operate we cer- 
tainly cannot work properly. We handle some 56,000 cases every year and 
we must have help and co-operation or we cannot hope to handle them pro- 
ee Tooms: The Board of course appoints the medical staff on the 
Compensation Board ? 

_~A.—Oh yes. ten 
Q.—And are not they, most of them, juniors / 
A.—Dr. Struthers is quite an old practitioner. The other two are com- 


ratively young. 9 
BONE Geszes to be a responsible position for juniors. 

A.—It is but they consult each other in their work, And we send out 

a great many cases, Mr. Tooms, cases of particular difficulty, like the case 

that went to Dr. Marlowe. We do a good deal of that; a specialist case 1s 
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always sent out to a specialist for examination and treatment. We do a 
great deal of that. We use the best doctors, the ones we consider the best, 
that our own doctors consider the best, in the Province; Dr. Marlowe, Keele, 
Chadworth, Campbell, for eye cases, Boyer for nervous cases— 


Mr. Warson: Is there no possibility Mr. Price of these men getting © 


back on the list ? 
A.—It is always open, the Board is always ready to reconsider a case. 


There are a few who have been found in the Board’s opinion to have been — 


guilty of dishonesty that I am afraid we would hesitate a good deal about, 


and there are two or three whose attention to cases has been such that I ~ 
think we would hesitate about, but apart from those few it is open to any of — 


the doctors to apply, but after a doctor has said he does not want to do our 
work it would seem very poor business to have him attend to our cases. 

Q.—Unless he applied ? 

A.—Unless he applied and wanted to co-operate. 

Q.—Speaking of London, who is your consultant in London? 

A.—Dr. HE. Williams. We use Dr. O— (?) a good deal and Dr. 
Thompson for eye cases. 

Q.—I understand Dr. Ernest Williams is a specialist in diseases of 
women ¢ 

A.—I really don’t know that; that may be correct; I don’t know it. 
But we have not only one doctor. We will send our cases to any doctor, al- 
though naturally when our officers find a certain doctor satisfactory they con- 
tinue to employ him. These matters we leave with our doctors. 





(.—It was suggested to me that as Dr. Williams was a specialist in — 
Women’s diseases that it would be more in the interests of the Workmen’s — 


Compensation Act if a specialist in general surgery were appointed ? 


A.—We don’t appoint them. We just refer to them when the occasion — 


arises. 

(.—There is one matter I want to ask you briefly, as to what the system 
is. J notice in various departments of various accounts, public accounts, 
itemized for compensation for workmen injured on Government work. For 
example under the department of Public Highways an item of $13,531.76. 
How are these claims for compensation of workmen who are in the employ 


of the Government, how are they dealt with? Does the Government pay 1 


the whole shot, or how is it treated ? 


A.—Oh yes; just like any other employer. You see under the Act — 


there are certain employers including railways, express companies, and 


steamboat companies, who are on the individual liability basis; they do — 


not pay assessment but when accidents happen we get reports and fix com- 
pensation, notify them of what we do and ask them for payment. Now 
the departments of the Government do the same. An accident happens; 
they report it to us, that is if the department is so disposed. It is purely 
voluntary on the part of the Ontario Government. 

Q.—Have you a similar arrangement with the Federal ? 





A.—The Federal Government is compulsory. They have a federal — 


statute under which we legally deal with their cases, under which the work- 
men apply to us as a matter of right. 
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Q.—They are on the individual basis? 
A.—Yes. — 

Q.—I notice so far as this compensation is concerned taking the De- 
. partment of Highways, page I 12, there are a large number of doctors were 
paid for medical attendances, some range from $5 up to $294. How are these 
doctors appointed? Are they doctors who give first aid? 

A.—The Department of Highways would have to give you that. I think 
they do as we do, let men go to the doctors by arrangement with the foreman, 
but the doctors’ bills I know are referred to us. I don’t know whether they 
are systematically referred, but I know a great many are where they think 
it 18 proper. 

Q.—So that the local doctors would be the doctors who would be na- 
turally employed ? 

A.—Yes., 

Q.—And so with the Department of Public Works on Page H 417 

A.—The Department of Public Works is of course most numerous. 

Q.—Public Works, $6,680, a very considerable item for medical services. 
They applied to doctors who would be called in locally to deal with cases, I 
suppose ¢ 

A.—Yes, 

By way of explanation, if I may, there was a reference made by Mr. 
Dewart to what was contained on page 61 of our report for the year 1919. 
I would be glad if I might be permitted to put that in; that explains the 
policy of the Board in handling the question. 

Q.—Of course that is printed ? 

A.—Well, unless it is put in it won’t appear on these proceedings. I 
would like to have it in. 

» I may say the Compensation Boards everywhere say they find the doctors 
question about the most difficult question they have to handle. We only try 
to do our best with it, and I believe it is fair to say that the doctors as a rule 
who do our work are satisfied. The letters which we get from them, copies of 
which I can produce, will show that. 


(Medical Aid and Doctor 


Whatever may be the medical aid provision, the relation of the medical 
profession to the Act must always claim a good deal of attention. After passing 
through the stages of no provision for medical aid when the Act commenced 
and a month’s medical aid during about two years, we have recently arrived 
at a medical aid provision without limitation of time or amount, which I think 
is the only proper or logical or reasonable provision, as the ordinary workman 
is less able to pay for a long attendance than a short one and less able to pay a 
big bill than a small one. af | | 

In this, as in other matters of administration the first consideration must 
be to get effcient and honest service. Much complaint was made by the profession 
originally of there being no provision 11 the Act for payment of doctors’ services 
to workmen, and afterwards of the limitation of payment to one month, and Uns 
doubtedly doctors in these cases as In many others very often did much work 
without remuneration. The present provision should be very satisfactory, and 
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under the collective lability system the absence of any constraint to favour any 
party or to deprive the workman of anything to which he is entitled should make 
the position of the doctor much more agreeable. Under our collective system he 


is in effect an officer of the Board ait under corresponding obligation to per-* 


form his duty without fear or favour. 

With the direct interest of the employer removed, there is less reason for 
controversy as to choice of doctor. Our policy up to the present time has been 
an open field to all members of the profession with as little interference as 


possible on the part of the Board, the workman and employer being encouraged — 


to agree upon the doctor and the Board stepping in only where it is found that 


1 


the doctor has not been satisfactory. I regret to say this open policy has not been ~ 


entirely successful. Some members of the profession apparently do not realize 
the duties of their position, and unfortunately also rather frequent instances 


of exhorbitant charges, padding of accounts, multiplication of attendances — 


and even dishonest and fraudulent practices by some unscrupulous members, 


; 


occur. Here, as with the legal practitioner, cases too frequently fall into the ~ 
hands of the less reputable members of the profession, often no doubt, by reason — 
of unprofessional or improper means and inducements being used to secure 


the work. The ambulance-chasing doctor is as little conducive to the proper — 


‘ 
‘ 


administration of the Act as the ambulance-chasing lawyer. With the provis- — 


ions of the law as they now are there is no need and no excuse for employing 
any but capable and reliable members of the profession. 


Upon the whole, however the difficulties in regard to medical aid, as in 
matters of administration generally, have been less than might have been ex- — 


pected. | 
The Committee then adjourned until 10 a.m. June 7. 1922. 


Public Accounts Committee. June 7, 1922. 


The Committee met at 9.30 a.m., with Mr. Watson in the Chair. 
W. A. McLean, Deputy Minister of Highways, recalled. H. H. Dewart, 


K.C., examining. 


notes 2 


Q.—I think you had a memo of where we were at. Did you make some | 


A.—Some of the staff of the Department who were in at the time, I | 


believe. 


Q.—I think I was asking you with reference to purchases of property. | 


Have you any notes? 
A.—Well. vou were indicating yesterday that you were chiefly interested 
in the method of purchasing. 


Q.—Yes, I put the question so as to cover that. The Public Accounts shovel 
beginning on page 13, considerable purchases, in the first place of stone, — 


gravel, sand, and screenings, and then purchases of property on page I 15 
and following pages, being Ander the Provincial Highways Act, and then, in the 
third place, beginning on page I 19, purchase of eravel beds and so on. What 
I was anxious to ascertain was what was the method in which these several 


purchases were made, and to what extent was there any advertisement for 


/ 
: 
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property, whether you had agents for the purchase, or what was the method 
generally employed by the Department ? 

A.— Well, taking up in the first place the method of purchasing these 
properties, we have an agent who is a property valuator, and who has whatever 
assistance he may from time to time require. In 1920 the Provincial High- 
ways system was largely extended. It was subdivided into residences over 
each of which was placed a resident engineer. Before he could undertake any 
improvement or repair of these roads he had to have material ready. The 
Province may broadly be divided into certain sections in which there is 
gravel, in which there is stone, in which there is no material whatever. Where 
there is no material we have to ship in mercerized stone; where there are 
frequent outcroppings of suitable stone it is economical to operate small local 
quarries adjacent to the road utilizing this material, with portable crushing 
oufits, instead of adding to the cost of railway rates and the cost of handling 
the material from the cars. A still cheaper method of handling it, of course, 
is where suitable gravel beds are available. 

Now the Province in the eastern section, as far as Trenton, except in 
the vicinity of Toronto, is a gravel section. In that section we are purchasing 
gravel beds. 

The northwestern section of the peninsula, including the Counties of 
Simcoe, Grey, Huron, Bruce, Waterloo, Perth, Lambton, parts of Middlesex, 
Kent and Essex have, some parts of Kent and Essex, have gravel. In these 
sections we are purchasing gravel beds. | 

East of Toronto, however, we have supplied the roads from the small 
local stone quarries because there is very little gravel and outcroppings are 
convenient. 

Now every gravel bed and every stone quarry is a property in itself to be 
considered and we cannot of course lay down any broad general principle 
that we. will pay so much for a gravel pit or so much for a stone quarry. 

Now in the supply of these materials for the highways from local 
quarries and gravel pits the length of haul 18 material, and it would pay us 
as far as possible, particularly in the case of gravel pits, to have a_ pit 
every six miles or so along the highway, so that the maximum haul would not 
exceed three miles from the pit. That, however, is impossible. That is the 
sdeal situation. Somewhat the same in connection with the.stone quarries, 
although the cost of the stone plant and opening the quarry makes it the fact 
that you can economically have the stone quarries further apart. 

Now as to reaching the price to be paid for the eravel pits—I am speak- 
ing of the purchase of the properties. 

: 0. Such as the property, R. eC Beattie, $5,210, page I 19? 

A— hat is not a gravel. 

arc: ee the next, purchase of land for gravel pit $1,000, and 
further, Jas. Bovaird purchase of ine Hn SEER pit, four acres at $250 per 

0: that would come in that category : 
nas Es that comes in that category. Now I bee saa vets ace 
have been just picked RR at rage ae Ane files Showing Nv os 

: en these pits are pur , 
our tha We ee ar Hee would you outline the procedure ? ; 
A.—The procedure is that this form is sent ito our department from 
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the resident engineer whose duty it is to look for gravel or suitable stone 
supplies and to advise his senior engineer as to what is available and what 
can be utilized. He submits this form to our department with all the part- 
iculars on it that are indicated, but I can go into that later on. 

This passes from him to the division engineer. There are three divisions 
of the 1,800 miles, about 600 miles in each, and a division engineer to each. 
The division engineer certifies that the material is required and this passes 
on to the chief engineer who also adds his certificate that it is required. He 
has the broad field in mind and considers what is being generally done. 

On the next claim there, the property valuator—this claim at the back 
of the page—the property valuator looks into the terms of an option if it is 
sent in by the resident engineer, or if one is not sent in he is supposed to go 
out and see what terms he can make. He puts in the price and terms he would 
recommend, which are usually the same as an option which has been obtained 
from the vendor. | 

The chief engineer then adds his concurrence to that, that is that the price 
being paid is not excessive as compared to what the value of the material will 
be to our Department. 

This then comes before me. I scrutinize it as a whole and approve or dis- 
approve of the purchase as the case may be. 

Now the information which we have before us when this comes in is 
broadly as to the ownership, the location of the quarry, the assessed value of 
the farm from which it is being taken, and the average value of the farm land 
in that vicinity. 

Q.—Where do you get that upon this? 

A.—That is on the first page; you will find each of these items inserted 
here. 


Q. 





Average value of land in the vicinity, well, that is blank in this 
one ¢ 

A.—Well, in some eases the resident engineer or the person who fills 
out the form is not able to express a very satisfactory opinion as to what the 
average value of the land has been. He makes a statement as to the general 
character of the land. He gives opinion as to whether the acquiring of this pit 
and the operation of this pit will injure the remainder of the farm, that is if 
we have a pit right on the highway and in front of a farm house; it is mani- 
festly a disadvantage to the farm as compared with a pit in the rear of a 
farm, to which access can be had with the teams going past the farm house 
it is manifestly a disadvantage to the farm as compared with a pit in the rear 
of a farm, a pit to which access can be had with the teams going past the farm 
house or through the farm is of less injury to the farm as a whole. The opening 
of a pit is always a disadvantage to a farm. It is a disfigurement. 

Q.—I see in one ease the particulars given are that the acquiring of the 
parcel detracts from the appearance of the farm ¢ 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—What strikes me, Mr. MeLean, looking at a couple of these forms is 
that there is a great disparity in the price paid. For example the price paid I 
see Dr. J. R. Hancock who sold property for a gravel pit in Haldimand County, 


ee ee 


sare 











Road Engineer, $209 ; testing engineer, V\ 
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$780 an acre. eit Patan: a ‘St “Moe oe OE the 
four acres got $800, or $200 an acre. Is not $7 80a rated Es tha ge 4 
pay per acre for land out of a farm? bis 1 "oddone dey 

A.—No. It depends on the general value or j 
the vicinity of Grimsby ordinary Ee land is feo pete Ag ie id 
Br canes the oe of Essex is negotiating for the purchase of 15 acres 
s & ipl tes bis se ee an abit that is the only pit in the vicinity and it 
.. eens. i so far from Flamboro or Ancaster township but what 

A.—Oh yes, that would be 25 miles of a haul and you would have to 
haul through the City of Hamilton. The depth or quantity of the deposit 
would have considerable to do with the value. 

Q.—There may be more in one acre in one case than in five in others? 

A.—Absolutely. 

Q.—It looks as if poor land on a farm was worth more when the Govern- 
ment wanted it for gravel than good agricultural land ? 

A.—Well, the willingness of a man to sell is always a factor in fixing 
the price. 

Q.—If a man could get a farm of gravel it would be worth more than 
for good agricultural purposes ? 

A.—Well, in some parts of Ontario; if you could supply a quarry in 
Essex you would have something more valuable than a gold mine. 

Q.—Now turning to some of these accounts, just one or two that occur to 
me~— 

Mr. Warson: Just before you leave that; supposing you find a good pit 
and a man wants too much money; what do you do? Expropriate ? 

A.—Well, we have that authority, but we have used it very seldom, 
for two reasons. One is that we find we can usually by delaying negotiate a 
purchase; the other is that if we take the matter up by the usual procedure 
of expropriation and it goes before the County Judge we do not know what 
we will have to pay. We have to pay our own law costs and the law costs of 
the claimant. 

Q.—You would rather pay a little more ? 

A.—Between the two it pays the department to negotiate a sale, a pur- 
chase, wherever it 1s possible. Now the case of Dr. Hancock— 

Mr. Dewart: Oh I just took it because it happened to be handed to me. 

wee that isin. an orchard district where land is very valuable. 
Whether that is the case in this particular instance, I cannot say. 

Q.—Before I pass from this, you spoke of resident engineers having 
been appointed under the extension of the system in 1920 I do not find any 
resident engineers listed at page Ii under Civil Government, but I find a 
number of assistant engineers in the temporary employes on page I 2, G. F. 
Hanning $250 a month, and J. H. ipa ers pees vy Maes eed 

. Kitson, § a month; H. G. Lums- 
den assistant engineer ¢900 a month; J. M. McInnes $200 and so on. running 
at the rate of $24000 per year, but there 1s Pi ene a sic of resident re 
gineers. How are they paid ? Take Mr. Bues? He is a resident engineer but 
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his name does not appear in Public. Accounts so far as I can see anywhere?» 
A.—Well some of these men are paid, I think, on the pay list, are they 
not Mr. Parker? Yes! 
Q.—Would they be paid out of that big item of seven hundred odd 
thousand ? 
A.—No. It,.is not that. 
Q.—I find here on page I 8 a series of engineers ? 
A.—Baldwin is a resident engineer; he is called assistant engineer. 
_ Q.—I was just wondering; is Mr. Bues a permanent employe or tempor- 
ary ¢ 
A.—Temporary. 
Q.—Working the whole year round? 
A.—Yes, working the whole year round. 
Q.—His name does not appear; he must have been acting in 1921 
according to these estimates ? 
A.—It is in here some place. 
Q.—However, coming to page I 13, under stone, gravel etc., Ed. Brule, 
$26,200.23, What was purchased from him, where situated, and why ? 
A.—We purchased a quarry, adjacent to the City of Ottawa, right at 
the boundary of the city and located on the Rideau river, at the edge of the 
Ottawa Prescott highway. 
Q.—Do you recall the approximate area and price? 
A.—Well, this is not for area, that is for crushed stone hauled to the 
road. 
Q.—He has works there, has he? 
A.—He has works there; that is a commercial quarry. 
Q.—That is commercial stone, as you call it? 
A.—Quarry. 
Q.—Then a little later, Canada Crushed Stone VeRDOreHe $238,000. 
Where are their works ? 
A.—That is at Dundas 
Q.—Dundas County or the city of Dundas? 
A.—Town of Dundas. 
Mr. Stevenson: Is that the big plant they are putting up there? 
A.—They have the largest stone quarry in Ontario; it is: 
by all means the largest in the Province. They have the most efficient system 
of supplying you stone, and they have the best railway accommodation. The 
result is that they really control the market. 
Q.—Do you know who constitute that company or are interested in it? 
A.—The only one I know is Mr. Doolittle. 
Q.—What Doolittle is that ? 
A.—I don’t know; his home is in Hamilton. 
Q.—Do you recollect when that company was incorporated ? 
A.—No; it is an old company and has been in operation as long as I can: 
remember. 
Q.—And its works are situated at Dundas? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—How did you contract with them? That was a large sum. Did others. 
tender 4 


oo 
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A.—We advertised for quotations and received them from all the stone 
quarries in the Province. 

Q.—And how did their price compare with the others? 

A.—The prices from all were very similar. They were, I think, the low 
tenderers. The result of the advertising and receiving quotations is that we 
have to regulate the purchase of our stone according to the location of the 
work, and the railways it is on, and receive it from the quarry best able to 
supply with the most favorable freight rate. 

Q.—That would imply a very large quantity of stone. What would be 
the approximate quantity covered by $238,000 2 . 

A.—It would cover approximately 200,000 tons of stone. 

Q.—Where was that 200,000 tons of stone used and how far was it 
taken from Dundas ? 

A.—That stone was used on the Queenston road. It has been used as 
far as Chatham, Woodstock, Cainsville; on the Queenston Road it was used— 

Mr. Biaes: Practically where there are Grand Trunk shipping points ? 

A.—Yes. I may say practically all of our construction has been on the 
G.T.R. We had to utilize G.T.R. shipping points and if we ship over two 
lines we have to pay two freight rates. It doubles the cost of the freight rates. 
The result is that as we are constructing very largely on the old highways of 
the province which were paralleled by the G.T.R. We are compelled to re- 
ceive stone from quarries there. 

Q.—Well in the case of the Canada Crushed Stone Corporation I take 
it it was not proximity to the works so much that caused their tender to be 
accepted but the quantity of stone they could deliver ? 

A.—That was one material factor. 

Q.—On page I 14 I see Crushed Stone Limited, $21,069.68. Where are 
their works ? 

A.—That is Essery’s quarry at Kirkfield. 

Q.—I don’t know whether I asked you who owned the Queenston Quar- 
ries Limited. I don’t think I did. ; 

A.—The Queenston quarries were owned by a man—I think it is a 
company now—Lawry is the name of the man. 

(.—A local man there? 

A.—Yes; he lives at St. Davids. 

Q.—Then we had some items which you I think were explaining before, 
with reference to the purchase of properties, page I 18 and I 19 and I think 
T asked you with reference to Hughes and Acres, $3,000, and their fees of 
$892.60 You were going to give us some further explanation with reference 
to that. You said I think that that was not all fees. 

* A.—Oh no; that $3,000 was a check transmitted to them in accordance 
with the usual procedure of the solicitors. That wag transmitted to them for 
ayment of a property. 
‘e eee: en you said near Hog’s Hollow ¢ 
A.—Yes; the other is a case of fees; that is on page 19. . 
Q.—And you pointed out that was for services in connection with two 


matters ? 
‘A Yes. 
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Q.—I don’t think I asked you to take the item of R. M. Beatty property, 
$5,210; what was that for? 

A.—That was part payment on a property at Hog’s Hollow in connection 
with the securing of a right of way to deviate from Yonge street and avoid the 
hole at. Hog’s Hollow. 

Q.—I think I was more particularly going into the legal accounts which 
had apparently included some purchases of property. Now there was an item 
somewhere, page I 51, I think it was, that we just touched upon, accountable 
outstanding, the 6th item of the page, $776,011.46 I think I had asked you a 
question with reference to that; that appeared as accountable outstanding 
expenditure. 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Watson: That is on I 27. 

Mr. Dewarr: I 51; well, it is the same thing. 

A.—That is simply the outstanding advance to our department in carry- 
ing on the work. The financial year of the Province ends October 31, at 
the period of the year when we were carrying on heavy work and making 
heavy expenditures. Under ordinary circumstances a large percentage of the 
highway construction in Ontario is carried on during the months of Sep- 
tember and October for the reason that we can get more labor at that time. 
That means that it is impossible for our accounting department to have all their 
returns in and transmitted to the audit office in time to be itemized in these 
accounts. It will be itemized in next year’s Public Accounts. It doesn’t 
follow that that is all expended. It is simply the amount either in the bank or 
to be accounted for. ; 

Q.—I see that the last question I asked you was referring to that item, 
whether you could tell us what outstanding accounts you had and what the 
liabilities of your Department were on October 31 last; in other words to take 
stock of your Department on the 31st of October and see how much money 
you owed then, showing what the total expenditure was on the 31st of 
October. Am I to understand that there were $776,000 accounts outstand- 
ing or that that was the money that you had with which to pay outstanding 
accounts that were not then ascertained ? 

A.—That was reaily the situation. 

Q.—The money you had in hand? 

Mr. Bicas: The Treasury Department advances probakly $300,000 
or $500,000 or whatever the cost may be; then it is accounted, itemized and 
accounted back, and this refers to that. 

Q.—My point was this, that as that was the money that you had to 
spend for the accounts that were outstanding, has it been ascertained since 
what was the actual expenditure. out of that sum ? 

A.—I have a statement here from the accountant showing the outstand- 
ing accounts at that time. 

Q.—And what is the summary ? , 

A.—He sums it up as $193,987.64, is what he sums it up. 

Q.—Well, would that mean that a balance of $776,000 is still in hand ? 

A.—Was still in hand, according to his statement. 

Q.—Well then is that just simply carried on to the next year as some- 


thing to carry on with? 
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A.—This will all be itemized in next year’s accounts. My understandine 
of the decision reached in the Committee was that this item ‘would be separ 
ate as far as possible in next year’s statement so as to show what the items 
were; that is my understanding of the situation. 

Q.—So that there is approximately $580,000 of moneys that were on hand 
and are not expended on the 31st of October. 

A.—That is the effect of this statement. 

Q.—That suggestion is very satisfactory I think to the Committee. 

Now I want to ask a few questions with reference to some items under 
general expenditure beginning page I 22 and particularly the purchase of 
different machinery. Take the Adams Waggon Co., Limited, Adams Waggons, 
52 at $265, 3 at 82 and so on, making a total of over $14,000 with the tax. 
What was the procedure followed? Were tenders got for it? 

A.—Yes; quotations are asked for from all firms supplying this material. 

Q.—And were they asked for in that case? 

A.—Oh yes, it is the practice of the Department for anything but a 
small item to ask for quotations from any firm that wishes to offer a price or 
could supply us with the material. 

Q.—It does not mean you buy the cheapest ? 

A.—It doesn’t mean we buy the cheapest. 

Mr. Brees: It generally follows. Not in 100 per cent of the cases, but 
it generally follows that the cheapest is bought. 

Q.—Well, in that case was the lowest tender accepted 4 

A.—I am satisfied that it would be. 

Q.—Where is the Adams Waggon Company ? 

A.—Woodstock. 

Mr. Bices: No, the Adams Company is in Brantford, I think. The 
Bain is in Woodstock. 

Q.—Then L. Allan, road building equipment, $10,000. That is a round 
sum. How is that accounted for ? 

A.—That was a case in which the contractor failed in carrying on our 
work. He had a large amount of equipment on hand which he was anxious to 
dispose of. We had careful valuation made and to relieve the situation the 
Department required the material. We had use for it and we took it over. 

Q.—At a lump sum? 

A.—Well, it was itemized. | 

Mr. Breas: J think the estimate was about $14,000 and then finally 
an understanding was reached that a lump sum of $10,000 should cover 
evervthing. I may say among these items there was concrete mixers, I 
think three different sizes, and one five ton truck which composed approx- 
imately half of the whole item. The contractor was working on the Ottawa 
Prescott road and failed entirely to carry out his work. 

Q.—This whole plant was taken over ¢ 

Mr. Breas: His plant was taken over. 

Mr. McLean: Not the whole of it. 

Mr. Biaes: These items can be got if you wish ¢ . ae 

Mr. Dewartr: Oh no. It. looked an odd sum, $10,000, road building 
equipment, because the estimates usually bring down the odd sum; this is an 


even sum. 
30—J-22-v2. 
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Mr. Biees: Well that is the reason. It was $14,000 he asked and finally — 
agreed that a block sum of $10,000 should clear it up. 
Q.—Then another item, just taking a typical one, Anderson, Langstaffe, 
supplies of hardware, etc., $6,167.80. Are tenders asked for there or do you just 
purchase these from standard firms—middle of the second column, page I 22? | 
A.—That was material purchased from a local concern at Kemptville. | 

Q.—That would be without tenders, I take it? 

A.—Well, I don’t think we took tenders because there was so many 
small amounts it was impossible in that case. 

Q.—There are a number of other smaller items, Bain—Davis, iron and 
steel $3,182. 

Mr. Bices: That is an item that was advertised—that is bonding for 
the top of concrete—that is according to tender. | 

Q.—The other item, Anderson and Langstaffe was made up of so many 
different scattered items for carrying on the work on the Ottawa Prescott 
Highway. Do you find it is cheaper to buy from a local hardware firm than a 
large wholesale firm ? | 

A.—Well, wherever we have need of any large amount of material such 
as steel, cement, or stone, we purchase by tender, but in certain cases where 
the camp is carried on for a time we have a large amount of the equipment 
on the highway requiring small repairs. 

Mr. Bices: I believe a lot of this item was composed of supplies for 
camps on the road, that is provisions and also oil and gasoline for trucks. 1 
don’t think there is very much hardware. | 

Q.—It is suggested it is for auto supplies. 

Take B. K. Wire Fence Co., $6,713, were tenders asked for 
for that item ? . 

A.—Yes. ; 

Q.—Tunen I find page I 21, near the top of the second column, J. E. 
Bell, surveys engineer on 16 mile creek bridge to the County of Halton at 5 
per cent. of the cost, on account; will you explain that ? 

A.—That refers to the construction of the 16 mile creck bridge to the 
County of Halton on Dundas street; that bridge had just been started by the 
County of Halton; plans had been prepared by Mr. Bell on the construction, 
and they had entered into the agreement with him to pay 5 per cent of the cost 
of the plans supervising construction. When we took over the contract we 
felt under obligation to carry out the agreement to the County. 

Q.—What was the total cost of ne gentleman for his services on that 
one bridge? 

A.—Well, that I think is really the total cost. 

Q.—It is on account here, you say? 

- A.—Well, that should not have been there. 
Q.—You think you paid him plenty ? | 
A.—Well, we paid him simply what the County Council of Haltom 

agreed to. ‘ 

Q.—What is the character of the bridge? On that basis it cost $100,000? 

A.—It is a bridge of concrete piers, with steel superstructure almost @ 
thousand feet in aml | 

Mr. Frreuson: ....and almost a thousand feet up from the ground. 





GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 929 





Mr. Bieas: Ol no, 120 feet. 

Mr. McLean: The bridge was one initiated by the County Council. 

Q.—Bottom of page I 23, Beaver Motor truck, two dump trucks at 
$5,000 and so on; tell us something about that? There is the Beaver Motor 
Truck headquarters? Is that Hamilton ? 

A.—I think it is Kitchener. 

Mr. Biees: In Hamilton. 

Q.—Take these two dumps trucks at $5,000 each, were there advertise- 
ments and tenders ? 

A.—I think there were. 

Q.—Sure ? 

A.—I feel sure there were. 

Q.—Are there any other truck corporations manufacturing a similar 
kind of truck’in Ontario ¢ 

A.—Well, a similar kind of truck. 

Q.—I mean to say if there were tenders what other manufacturers ten- 
dered? That is another round figure, you see, at $5,000! 

A.—I have not the particulars of it here but I feel sure that we had 
quotations from all the truck companies which could supply this truck. 

Q.—And there is one ideal motor complete $750. Is that just a little 
“puffing Billy ?” 

A.—Which item is that. Oh, that would be a motor purchased for the 
repair work or the reconstruction of a truck, 

Q.—Oh, I see; for reconstruction of a truck you had. 

Q.—How many cement companies are there from which you can pur- 
chase cement for the province of Ontario to-day ! 

A.—Three. 

Q.—What are they ! Hie 

A.—The Canada Cement Co. St. Marys: Alfred Rogers, Limited, and 
the other at Hanover, a small concern. 

Mr. Bracs: The Alfred Rogers is at St. Marys. 

Q.—I just want to know as far as the purchases of cement are con- 


cerned. I see on page I 25 the Canada Cement Company have a net amount 


of $386,807, and on page I 40 Alfred Rogers Company a net account of 
$156 109 93. How are those accounts constructed? Were tenders asked for? 

ae aie ed 

A.—Yes. . 

Q.—What were the relative prices from all the firms ¢ 

A.—The prices last year was, with the percentage off it came to net 
$3.10 a barrel. 

Q.—Well was it the same price to each concern % 

A.—Oh they were the ann ‘ , 

_—I see they each tendered at the same ngure* . , 

nea oe figure. The only thing we can do in that case is to 
order the material from the point at which it can be most expeditiously 
sate ce se ig an item page 1 26 Clay Products Agency, Limited, $36,- 
478 24, Where is that firm’s place of business located 

A.—In Hamilton. 
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Mr. Biaes: I don’t know where they are situated Mr. Barker says they 
ship from several points in Ontario and have head office in Toronto. I 
‘don’t know who the firm is. 

Q.—Are there any other firms. engaged in that business 4 

A.—Oh yes—Toronto Sewer Pipe. 7 

Q.—Were tenders asked for in that case? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How did the tender of this company compare with those of the 
others ? 

A.—It was the low figure. But we have to adjust purchases according 
to freight bills. 

Q.—What were the terms? F.O.B. Toronto or F.O.B. factory ? 

A.—I think the terms are usually F.0.B. factory. 

Mr. Bieas: That is where the freight adjustment comes in. 

Q.—Passing to page I 29—I am just taking some of the high spots, I 
find Four Wheel Drive Auto Company Limited and there are four auto 
chassis at $7,695 each, $30,780, and so on, and then small items, two and 
three and a half ton chassis with steel dump body at $6,700 each, $13,400. 
Where is the factory or the warehouse of that company ? 

A.—The factory is in Kitchener. 

Q.—These were of course for road work ? 

A.—For road construction. 

Q.—Were tenders asked for those? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—You received more than one tender ? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Do you remember what other company tendered ¢ 

A.—Why, I am quite sure we had quotations from every possible source. 

Mr. Biees: Ten or twelve tenders. 

Q.—And was the lowest tender accepted in that case? 

A.—I would not say so, with the four wheel drive truck. We tried to 
buy Canadian trucks. There was four wheel drives and National—these 
two Canadian companies. 

Mr. McLran: We distributed the business. 

The four wheel drive is particularly adapted to gravel pit work. These 
trucks drive with the whole four wheels, and in many places where another 
truck might get stuck these trucks would pull out. 


Q.—I was going to ask you; on page I 30 Mr. McLean, I would like © 


your explanation as to that Grace Motors Limited, 3 1-2 ton Sterling truck, 
$7,916.50; that is a little in excess of the other truck that was referred to, I 
take it, 3 1-2 ton chassis steel dump body, $6,700. Was that particular truck 
purchased by tender ¢ 

A.—Yes; we called for quotations on all of them. 

Q.—Well, what I mean to say is this, did you call generally for quot- 
ations for a certain number of trucks and then did you accept a certain 


manufacturer for a certain number of trucks and another for another and — 


so on and divide the work up? 


A.—We scrutinized carefully the quotations and where these quotations — 





: 
: 
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gave us good value for the price we placed the order in so far as it was in the 
interests of the Department to do so. 

Q.—Do you happen to have with you the tender or tenders that were 
issued so far as these tenders were concerned, because they run into very 
large items of six, seven and eight thousand dollars apiece? 

A.—No; I have not them here. 

Q.—Well, their advertisement, can you tell me from your own personal 
recollection whether you advertised for so many trucks giving specifications, 
and then divided up the work as I suggested ¢ | 

A.—To a slight extent. 

Q.—Can you recollect to what extent the work was so divided ? 

A.—I think we ordered about two trucks from each of three firms, was 
it not ? 

Mr. Bices: Speaking from memory, I think there were four 4-wheel 
drives, I think one National, one Sterling, and one Layland. 

Q.—Then, had you advertised for seven trucks of the character that 
were afterwards ordered from these four firms? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—And then when you got the tenders in, the first firm, that four wheel 
drive company, they apparently got an order for four and two are six and 
the Grace Motors got an order for one, that would be seven, and; the 
Minister’s recollection is that there were two others that were ordered from 
other firms. Would that be right, Mr. McLean? 

A.—I would have to verify it, but it strikes me that that is about what the 
situation was. 

Q.—In any event the orders were divided amongst some of the tenderers ? 

A.—Some of the tenderers. We had’ strong representations from these 
different firms. We looked into the merits of the machines. 

Q.— That would appear to be the case. I see on page I 32, second 
column, two thirds of the way down, that D. O. Johnston got an order for 
two trucks at $9,116 ? 

A.—No; that was not the case with that order. D. O. Johnston was 
a contractor with the Department. We had advertised for certain work 
and afterwards did not go on with it. In anticipation of this work he had 
purchased these trucks. He strongly represented to us that we should take 
the trucks off his hands. We paid him just what he paid. 

Q.—So you took these over from him ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—He being a contractor ? 

A.—Because of the responsibility of the Department in rearranging the 


work. ; 
Q.—Where is Jobnston’s place of business ? 
A.—His home is in Toronto. He has an office in Brantford. 


Q.—I see an old friend at the bottom of page I 32, first column, M. and 
H. Jerome. I think they are in Dundas, are they not ? 

Mr. Biaes: Yes. 

Q.—And amongst othe 
chassis, with the other items coming 
for those cars ? 


r items we have four Ford cars and 8 Ford truck 
; to $5,556. Were tenders asked for 
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A.—Yes. 

@.—What tenders were received ? 

A.—We received a long series of tenders. JI cannot enumerate them. 
We received them from all the Toronto firms, several outside of Toronto, 
at Cobourg, I think, and others. 

Mr. Breas: And Chatham, I think. 

Q.—Where were the cars and trucks and chassis to be delivered that you 
got from Jeromes, Dundas? F.O.B, Dundas? 

A.—No. They were delivered in Toronto. 

Q.—I understand that so far as Ford cars were concerned all the Ford 
agents sold at uniform prices ¢ 

A.—Well] that is understood, I think, but we do find a slight variation. 
There may be a few dollars. 

Q.—Could you produce the tenders in that case? 

A.—We can produce them. 

Q.—My reason for asking that is I thought the principle on which 
the Ford car was sold was a uniform price? 

Mr. Braces: Yes, but there is this difference, I think it was brought out 
last year, that you will notice these were asked for with a box on the back of 
the car for carrying surveying instruments and that kind of thing. While 
the price of the car is standard the difference in the equipment that is put on 
the Ford truck explains the difference in the tenders received. I don’t 
think that there is any difference in the Ford itself. That explains 
the difference in the tenders. I might say that these tenders—in some in- 
stances there is only a difference of a few cents on some of the tenders. 

Q.—Were there any other Ford cars or chassis purchased during the 
year except this order ? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Biees: Yes, there is another on page 35, first column, down about 
fifth or sixth item, J. McDonald & Co., Stratford, four roadster trucks. 

Q.—How do you account for the difference there. Roadster trucks 
‘were accepted at $652.57 each and the trucks from the Jerome people at 
$786.38; there would be a difference of about $130:00 ? 

Mr. Brees: Well, the Ford roadster trucks, the ones I spoke of, that 
have a small box attached on the back and the other item is a Ford truck. 
The first one is a roadster with box on the back and the other is a one ton 
truck, an entirely different machine. : 

Q.—The tenders, I suppose, will show what the difference is? 

Mr. Briees: Yes, the tenders will show. This year the Gorrie Com- 
pany in Toronto have been successful I think on 18 that we turned in. and 
new ones we got; they had run two years and over. 

@.—Will they appear in these accounts ? 

Mr. Biaes: No, they will come out next year; that just illustrates the 
thing is all allotted by tender and you take the used cars and how many 
dollars to produce eighteen new cars. You see in that case it would Le 
hard to determine the price the new car was put in at. 

Q.—Now on page I 85, third item, second column, McLaughlin Motor 
Car Co., auto supplies, and one extra special car, $2,615, less credit for 
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old car, $500. Were tenders asked for for that car or was it a 
just ordered and a bargain made? 

* “A.—It was. just a standard car, I think, purchased at their standard 
_ price. The McLaughlin cars are sold according to the fixed price. 


special car 


4 Q.—What was that car purchased for, what use? 
4 A.—I think that is the car I am using. 
‘ Mr. Biees: The extra special is the McLaughlin term for the car. I 


: don't think there is anything extra special about it. They put that on; we 
_ don’t buy that extra special. | 
i Q.—Well, we expect the Deputy Minister to have an extra special car 


q if anybody is to have it. Charity begins at home. 

_ __ ‘The next item I want. to refer to is page I 37, first column, National 
d Steel Car Corporation, Ltd, one three and a half wheel base chassis with 
_ dump body and hoist $5,620; is that another ? 


i A.—That is a National. 

if Q.—Where is their place? 

‘, A.—Hamilton. 

@.—And that is another case in which they are given the order for 
one of the trucks? 

: A.—Yes, the general order that was given. 

‘ Q.—And would that be so of the item in the second column, page I 37, 
on two Packard trucks ? 

Mr. McLzan: Yes, that was the same advertisement. 

Q.—Dividing up the work? 

Mr. Biees: Yes. 

| Q.—At the top of page I 38, first column, seventh item, L. C. Parkin, 
auto repairs, supplies and storage, $6,354.51; where is his place of ‘business ? 


0 A.—Dundas. 

= Q.—Have you contract with him or were tenders asked for for the 
work? . 

* A.—I think these are principally supplies for use in the repair, of 
our trucks. These are small supplies. 

Ca Q.—They made up in the aggregate to $6,354% 


ie A.—Well, there were three or four trucks working in that district 
last year, and the gasoline and the storage every night, and the week end 
eo _Well some one seems to have a weak end for Parkin in Dundas? 
Mr. Biacs: No; I don’t think so at all. 

bu Mr. McLzan: That is purely a business transaction. 

ia Q.—The amount of it? 
ed A.—There is nothing 1 
supplies. 

' gy see on page I 42, mid 
 ©o., Lid., four Ford Touring cars 
advertised separately or part of the ot 
@ A.—Not advertised separately. 
Q.—Tenders, Mr. McLean $ 
A.—Yes. 







n it at all—just a matter of auto repairs and 


dle of the second column, Toronto Motor 
with starters at $810.80 each. Were those 
her advertisement ? 
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(.—They were not part of the other item I was referring to a little 
while ago, where the Jeromes furnished four cars at $659.07 ? 

A.—Those were 

Q.—Now does that run over pretty well the question of cars and heavy 
items of supply, with the exception of page I 44 Wilson and McGovern, 
Limited, 1 Goldie McCullough complete 3,000.00 boiler feed pump,—lI 
suppose that means the engine, complete, $3,000. Where are Wilson and 
McGovern doing business ? 

A.—Toronto, I think, are they not? 

Mr. Biees: Yes, Toronto. 

Q.—Did you ask for tenders for that ? 

A.—No; our mechanical men looked over the equipment. 

Mr. Bices: This is a second hand outfit. Goldie and McCullough are 
in Galt; this is second hand. 

Q.—I was just going to ask why you did not buy from Goldie and 
McCullough in Galt? 

A.—Well that is the reason it is a used piece of equipment on which we 
had a most favorable report from our mechanical men. 

Q.—Now, commencing on page 44 and running over some six pages 
we have a number of contracts ranging up to as high I think as $250,000 
I think in some cases, that is my recollection. There is one here $393,496. 
Would you explain to the Committee please Mr. McLean the basis wpon which 
contracts are let and why contracts are let in certain of these cases for such 
Jarge sums and in other cases work is undertaken by your department and 
done by the Government, taking a typical account, the very first one, R. H. 
Blackwell, their accounts in Toronto and Trafalgar townships, Nelson, East 
Flamboro, ‘Toronto and Chinguacousy, East and West Flamboro, $21,836.97. 
When your provincial men were at work on the extensive highway scheme 
through there how does it come that contract, for example, is let for these 
culverts instead of being part of your general construction when you were 
doing work of construction at these very points where these constructions 
were ¢ 

A.—Not always; frequently these culverts are constructed in advance 
of the general work ? 

().—Is there any reason why they should not be constructed more 
cheaply by your own highway men? 

A.—Well, it is a question. When we first started to handle the pro- 
vincial highway system it was in the year 1917 and we advertised consider- 
able contracts in 1918. We could not get any tenders whatever or any that 
were received were so high we could not go on with the work. The result 
is that we were forced to go on with the work by day labor. But under 
the Canada Highways Act, under which we received the special grant from 
the federal government we have to in order to earn their subsidy do the work 
by contract if reasonably so. The result is that as work has proceeded con- 
ditions have become very favorable for contract work and an increasing amount 
has been carried on. It relieves the department from carrying the large 
amount of equipment and organization which it would otherwise have to 
carry. 














eae is another item on page I 45 A, Cope & Sons. Where is 

A.—At Hamilton. 

Q.—Now I see there for work in Barton and Saltfleet townships, $44,318, 
composed mainly of concreting and excavating, when your men were at work 
on the very portions of the roadway; is not that so? | 

A.—That may be. We carry on some work by day labor and other 
work by contract in order that we—we let as much as we reasonably can by con- 
tract and where we can more efficiently or cheaply carry it on by day labor. 

Q.—Was there any advertisement so far as this contract number 42 
of nn ee firm was concerned in answer to which you received tenders / 

.—Yes. 

Q.—How many tenders did you receive in that case? 

5 ea, was a case in which the previous contractor fell down with 
the Work. 

Q.—Yes; it was suggested to me that this work was let to Cope & Sons 
this contract for $44,000 without any tenders being called for at the time it 
was let ? 

A.—I think we called for tenders on that. The situation was that 
the original contractors fell down hopelessly on the work let in the fall. 
They made an assignment and we had to take the work out of their hands. 

Q.—Well then was the work given to the Copes without calling for 
tenders? That is what was suggested to me ? 

A.—Well, I am not positive as to how we handled that. I think we 
took the series of quotations. 

Q.—Had not you your own equipment right there where this work 
was in progress, Barton and Saltfleet? Your graders 

A.—No, we had not sufficient equipment. 

Q.—Graders, dump carts, you didn’t have enough ‘ 

A.—We have to have graders to handle this work. 

Q.—How many steam shovels has the Department got 

A.—Four or five. : 

Q.—I think I have seen steam shovels at work on the construction of the 
roadways in the vicinity of Hamilton ¢ . 

A.—I think they have all been the machines of the contractors. 

Q.—It seems a large sum, that $44,000 in connection with work where 
the Government was spending so much on construction itself ? 

A.—The case there was one of emergency. The contractor had been 
unable to carry on the work. He was hopelessly in debt, and had to make 
an assignment, and, late in the season, in order to carry on at all, we had 
to make whatever arrangements we could to complete the road. 

Q.—I see by the accounts that there are various items on account of 
the construction of Steel sub-structure bridge number 1 at the Hamilton 
entrance; Steel sub-structure bridge number 2 at the Hamilton Charan 
and Steel sub-structure Bridge number 3 at the Hamilton entrance, hein 
ing to, I should say, over $200,000. Where are those bataee hee ee 
structed and you might give. us some explanation with reference ty at 
T notice the items under Hamilton Bridge Company page, ae citar 
paid balance of contract 141 for steel superstructure bridge mum 
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Hamilton entrance, $111,794.26. Now will you give us some account of 
what these steel superstructure bridges were and how it comes so much 
money is spent on these entrances into the City of Hamilton‘ 

A.—This refers to the entrance of the Toronto—Hamilton Highway 
into the city and also the main highway from the north from Guelph and 
the entrance for Dundas street, that is between Bloor street and Toronto, 
through Cooksville and so on ie Hamilton, all of those three roads converge - 
and enter the city approximately at the same point. Kach of them in order 
to get entrance would have to drop into the ravine approximately 90 feet | 
in depth and the roads are winding and difficult to construct. It was_ 
recognized that for the Toronto Hamilton Highway entrance the only sol- 
ution was a high level bridge. ) 

Q.—Is that bridge running across from near Aldershot ? . 

A.—Well, it is west of Aldershot, over the point of the arm of the bay 
into Hamilton. When we took it over and had to consider the entrance 
for the read from Guelph and the entrance of Dundas street we saw that the 
three could be combined in one by high level bridges. 

Q.—Where do they converge ? | 

A.—Right at the north point of Hamilton over practically the cana] 
outlet, the old canal there. . 

Q.—That is on the Hamilton side? 

A.—On the Hamilton side. 

Q.—So they all have to be carried across the big ravine ? | 

A.—Yes. | 

Q.—Which is bridge number 1. . 

A.—Bridge tee 1 is the large bridge over the first ravine fran 
the Toronto iene Highway end? | 

().—Then which is number 2 ? | 
A.—Number 2 crosses at the Grand Trunk Railway cut. , 

| 


t 





Q.—Is that the one from Guelph or from Dundas road ? 

A.—No, that would be the Toronto Hamilton Highway. 

@.—And number 3? 

A.—Number 3 is the bridge that carries in the Toronto Hamilton High- 
way from the approaches of he bridge from the north. 

Q.—What is the total cost of this structural work on these bridges ? | 

A.—This represents pretty closely the full amount, I think, of the cost 
of these superstructures, that is bridge Number 1, 2 and: 8.iI think, practicl 
ally, this is the full amount. : 

@.—Yes, apparently the items in Dickenson’s account are for concrete 
sub-structure ? 

A.—Well, they are for the piers and the buttresses and the floors. 

@.—And the third item? As to number 3. the sub-structure of thes 
Hamilton Bridge Company is $111,794. I do not find the items for bridges 
numbers 1 and 2 so far as the sub-structure is concerned here. Perhaps they 
may be in a subsequent account. Then, what is the total estimated expendi- 
ture of the construction of that new entrance into Hamilton that you referred 
to with these three steel super-structure bridges ? 

A.—The three structures complete cost it is estimated approximately 


, 


: 
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half a million—about. 

@.—And who bears that cost? How is it divided? 

A.—The City of Hamilton pays the amount agreed upon, approximately 
$365,000, and the province the remainder. The City of Hamilton also has 
to construct two additional bridges into the city to carry the road in. 

Mr. McLuan: The Toronto Hamilton Highway Commission had for 
some years been estimating on the cost of getting an adequate entrance and 
their estimates ranged from about half a million to a million and a half for 
schemes to carry through one highway into the city. We carry the three 
highways in at about half a million. 

Q.—Now I would like you to refer to page I 50, to an item in the 
Warren Paving Company account and it is the second portion of that, item, 
balance of contract No. 132, warrenite bitulithic pavement. Ancaster township, 
$241,650.93. Will you tell me where that is constructed, anything you can 
with reference to the contract, the length of the road, and its average cost 

A.—The payment refers to one extending westerly from the City of 
Hamilton at what they call Paradise road to Biggs’ corners, where the road 
forks; one fork runs out through Ancaster to Brantford, Paris, Woodstock, 
Ingersoll and London. The other fork runs through the town of Dundas 
on the main Provincial Highway to Galt, Preston, Kitchener, where it 
connects with the highway to Stratford. It is the short cut through Strat- 
ford into Hamilton and into Toronto. 

Q.—Would you give me the length of the various sections you have 
referred to? ; 

Mr. Bices: There are two other sections that are included. 

Mr. McLuan: You mean the section extending on to Dundas? 

Mr. Breas: Well, there is a mile or a little over on the fork running into 
Dundas and a mile leading out to Ancaster and Brantford all included in 


this one contract. 
Q.—Well, what is the total mileage covered by this contract 


° 


Mr. Bracs: I should think approximately between four and a half and 


five miles. . 
Q.—By the whole contract ? 
A.—I would think so. . . , 
Q.—Then you would say. it would not be more than five miles‘ So 
we may say that this piece of roadway cost approximately $50,000 a mile ? 
Mr. McLxan: I would think so. 
Q.—Do you know what the rate was that was allowed the Warren Pav- 
in Co. per mile for the construction of that road out to the township of 


Ancaster 4 


A.—The contract was paid for according to what we term unit costs, 


so much per square yard of paving, so much for stone put in the foundation 
of the road, so much for earth moved, so much per cubic yard. The pies 
T cannot recall from memory but I think the price per square yard of pav- 
ing, the main item, was about 65 a square yard. 
Q.—What is the width of this highway t 
4 . . 
= ae from Hamilton to Binkley’s the pavement is 24 feet. iA gts 
with bituminous shoulders on each side of three feet making a total width of 6 


hat is constructed? Is it 
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feet of protected surface. 

Q.—How long is that road from Hamilton to Binkley’s ¢ 

A.—That is about 4,900 feet as I recall it. 

Q.—What is the next section that you give us, and its width? 

A.—The next section is from that point, Binkley’s to Ancaster, about 
20 feet in width, as I recall it. I cannot say the length of 1t. 

Q.—Can you give me a rough estimate or an idea ¢ 

A.—Well, approximately a mile? 

Q.—Any shoulders on that road, too? 

A.—Yes, there are shoulders on that road too, but I cannot recall 

Q.—Well, what is the next? 

A.—Then the other is that extension to the town of Dundas. 

Q.—What is the width of that? 

A.—Same width, about 20 feet and shoulders. 

Q.—And how long is that? About a mile? 

A.—Something like that; T don’t think it is that length, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—Then what is the next section ? 

Mr. Breas: Are three sections referred to? That is the idea. 

Q.—Do those connect with one another ? 

A.—Except for some soft spots that have to be a matter of further con- 
struction ? 

Q.—Well, I want to know are these just spots of highways constructed 
here and there, with mud between them, or are they connected ? 

A.—600 feet of the Brantford spur is left out to form a subway; on the 
other spur, earth from the subway is being used to fill a ravine with a space of 
from six to seven hundred feet left there; that work is going on now, and in 
the near future, as soon as settlement takes place, this will be attended to. 

Mr. McLean: That is all on the continuation section of the road, as 
continuous as construction can possibly be made. 

Q.—Well, upon the estimate you have given me that would be less than 
three miles ¢ 

A.—That is a mistake. 

Q.—Because you have given me 4900 feet on 

A.—No; it is about two miles on that section. I am wrong about ‘that. 

Q.—Well, about two miles in the first section, about one on the second, 
less than a mile on the third. Then, having regard to your previous 
estimates, would you say this roadway exceeded four miles total length? 
What I want to get is what is the approximate cost of this roadway per mile. 
I have the cost of the paving at $241,650. If you can give me the actual 
length then we will be able to estimate accurately, exactly, how much is the © 
cost per mile? = 

A.—Well, I am somewhat hazy in recalling these figures. I would 
rather get you them accurately. 

Q.—It is less than 5 miles? 

Mr. Brees: Yes; it is less than five miles. 

Q.—Would it be more than four miles. You say you have about two 
for the first about a mile for the second and about a mile for the third? 

A.—There is over four miles as I recall it. 

@.—Over four and less than five miles? 
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Mr. Brees: Less than 5. ‘ 

Q.—You see when you get such a high priced roadway as this, half a mile 
makes a big difference in the price. ? 
‘. A.—Of course you have to consider that the main branch of that road 
is nearly twice the width of paving on the Toronto Hamilton Highway. 

Q.—What was the necessity for that width, or the wisdom of that con- 
struction ¢ 

A:—Because of the extremely heavy tratlic between Hamilton and the 
town of Dundas, and that section is the trunk of the whole Western Pro- 
vincial system, because from that point the road branches to Brantford and 
on to London, Windsor, St. Thomas, and so on, and the other one out 
to Galt, Kitchener, and to Stratford. That is one of the most heavily and 
constantly travelled pieces of Provincial Highway. 

Q.—The cost, then, would be—I am trying to get at the cost, and 
Mr. MecLean‘has not given me that—the cost at any rate would be between 
$50,000 and $60,000 a mile? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Do you suggest that there are any other stretches of highway, even 
in the vicinity of Dundas, that approximate to that cost per mile ¢ 

~ Mr. McLean: No, that was the most expensive piece of work we have 

had to do, as I recall. 

Q.—Take the road running down past Myr. Biggs’ corner there? 

A.—No, that was not as expensive a piece of road. 

Q.—Well, that is a pretty level road ? 

A.—Yes, but we had not to do the same amount of earth work in it. 
We had not to put the same amount of stone in the foundation. 

Q.—What is the width of that! 

A.—Kighteen feet with shoulders. 
. Q.—Eighteen feet with shoulders / 

-A.—And shoulders; that is shoulders are in addition. 

Q.—Well, that is a pretty high class road is it not! 

A.—Tt is the class of road we are constructing wherever the traffic 


justifies. 
Q.—Has that got an asphalt top Q 
na Y es. 


Q.—How would you describe the road I have spoken of; where does it 
Some from and where does it go to? What 1s 1t known as. When I saw it 


it eame to the corner! 
A.—Well, it is under construction. 
Hamilton, Galt, Preston, Kitchener, Stratford. 
ig the oldest toll road in Ontario—one ot the oldest. oe 
Q— Well, that, I take it, has been constructed beyond the corner. 
ee Oh ve two miles; and it is under construction from the other end. 
OQ. Well, fat is the average cost of construction, or estimate, of the 


a mH TF y uy ? 
road of the character that was up to what 1 saw at the cornel ne “aah ah 
| A Well, that section up to Mr. Biges’ corner was something like oY, 
ae she .) c NUL wo foe 
a mile. ! im SE a A vabrinek oom Ss OF , 
Q.—Will that be the fair cost.of the further two miles that have been 
; 7p: : a? aree 
constructed past Biggs’ place * 


That is the main roadway between 
It is the main road. It 
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A.—Well, I would think so, but some sections are costing more because 
of the length Se stone haulage we have to make on them. 

Q.—What would you say was the larger cost of the more expensive 
sections ¢ 

A.—It runs from $30,000 to $40,000 a mile. 

Q.—What is the length of road from the corner, Biggs’ Corner, what 
is the length of road that is to be constructed of that character at $30, 000 to 
$40,000 a mile? 

A.—Well there is the length from Hamilton to AP rbston, Galt, and that 
is in the main in the industrial section of Ontario. 

Q.—I did not ask you to advertise it; I asked you what the length 
of the road is. 

A.—Well, I like to say these things. 

Q.—I iy We understand it pays to advertise, but the suggestion 
is that you tell me what the estimated length of this road at $30,000 to $40,- 
000 a mile? 

Mr. Bieas: About 17 miles ? 

Q.—Would that bring it to Galt? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. McLean: It is then one mile from Galt to Preston. 

Q.—Is that all? 

A.—Just a mile to the limits. 

Mr. McLean: The limits of the town cut considerable off the length. 

Q.—Then there is a road through Galt; where does that lead from and to? 
Ts that the old Guelph road @ 

A.—No; that is not under the Provincial Highway system at all. 

OP anor does it run from? 

Mr. Braas: Dundas to London; Dundas to Paris it is under county 
and township jurisdiction. 

Q.—Is it the road that runs in from Brantford 4 
| No, it runs midway between: 

Q. Is there any construction work contemplated on that road ? 

A.—From Paris west to London. 

Q.—From what I saw of it the eastern section needs repair ? 

A.—Well, that is the County system. 

Q.—That is not a Provincial road! Ever any arrangement with the 
County to take it up? ° 

Mr. Bices: They spent considerable money on it late last season and 
the one reason of the road probably being in disrepair last season was the 
building of the Hamilton Brantford ; that caused a detour of all the traffic 
over that road to a large extent. This year the County no doubt will be better 
able to maintain it. 

Q.—Where else in the Province of Ontario are you constructing Pro- 
vincial Highways of the same character as the road to Hamilton to Galt? 

A.—Radiating from the City of Toronto. 

Q.—Give me the stretches that are under construction now, please ? 

A.—Well, from the western limit of the city on the extension of Bloor 
and Dundas street out to Cooksville and beyond. 

Mr. Biacs: Part of that done last vear. 
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| Q.—And where else ? 
om alla a similar plan for Yonge street up as far as Richmond 
Q.—Any part of that constructed ? 
A.—Not yet; no. 
Mr. Biees: Part under contract now, five miles. 
| Q.—Who is that contract let to? 
‘ Mr. Biees: I think the Warren Paving Co. have five miles there. 
Q.— At what price 
A.—Well, these are unit costs; in accordance with all paving. 
Q.— What is the width of that highway on Yonge street? __ 
| A.—Well, that is not fully determined, but I expect it will be a pave 
_ ment of about, well, our plans are twenty feet, and, if necessary, shoulders, 
Q.—Well; has it been let on the basis of a twenty foot roadway and 
shoulders ? 
A,.—Yes. 
Q.—Anywhere else except these roads from Toronto? 
Mr. Brees: Pickering. 
Mr. McLean: Well, that is on the Kingston Road. We expect to con- 
- struct as far as Oshawa. 
Q.—Where from ? 
A.—From the eastern limits of the City of Toronto. 
Q.—Well, are you going to take up the road that is there ? 
A.—Oh no; that is all under construction, and a great part of the foun- 
dation is in. 
; Q.—Will you say that will be the same character of road as this Hamilton, 
Galt Highway ? 
: A.—Yes. 
Q.—Bitulithic top ? 
A.—Yes. Well, it will be H? M? Asphalt. Some of the firms have 
trade names. 
Q.—Are there any other portions of the Province in which you are con- 
structing roads of a similar character ? 
A.—There will be a short stretch out of Ottawa, south on the Ottawa- 
Prescott Highway. 
Q.—Yes, anywhere else 
A.—There are some stretches on the Queenston road. 
Q.—That is over in the Niagara district ¢ 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—How much there ? 
Mr. Breas: Seven miles. 
Mr. McLean: About seven miles I should think. 
Q.—Where does it run? Up to Niagara Falls? 
: A.—That runs from Hamilton to Niagara Falls. 
Mr. Bracs: In connection with this item, Ne as a ene 7 suggestion, 
ej her tvpe of road whith costs very similar, and gives the same sur- 
pee eee ee highway, and they have to be adjusted according to the 


. 
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classes of soils and materials available, so there are several other sections 
that complied practically with that last year and this year which run very 
similar in price. 

Mr. McLean: We are constructing concrete pavements leading from the 
City of Windsor, London, Sarnia,Chatham, St. ‘Thomas. 

Q.—I overlooked asking you about an item, two items, on page I 12, 
one is a grant to the Department of Indian Affairs of $3,250. What is 
that for ? 

_ A.—That was for the construction of a piece of roadway in the time 
of the Indian reserve near Deseronto. The purpose of this road was to 
extend from the Highway the Provincial Highway near Deseronto to a ferry 
operating across the Bay of Quinte. 

@.—Is there an Indian reserve there 2 

A.—Yes, that is within the Indian reserve, and it was felt by the Depart- 
ment of Indian affairs that as this would serve the county that we should 
bear a portion of-the cost. There is also a very keen feeling on the part of 
the Indians that we should assist them in connection with their roads. 

(.—Then there is another item on that same page, I 12, reimburse- 
ment for loss on contract, Brockville Highway Construction Co., $840.70. 
Does the Department reimburse contractors who happen to make a little loss ? 

A.—No, that is not the case. That contract was entered into in I think 
the year 1919. 

Q.—-Why was any reimbursement made? 

A.-—-Because the contract was cancelled and before the cancellation was 
made this construction company had made certain expenditures in connection 
with their organization which we felt the Department and the Province was 
inorally bound to assume. 

().—I see another item, page I 53, Highway Improvement Act. 
R.S.O., 1914, object lesson, road in the town of Dunnville, $5,000. What is 
an. object lesson road and what is the system under which they are constructed 
in Dunnville ? 

A.—We constructed several of those roads. One was near Windsor; one 
adjacent to S? one out of the County of Hastings. 

Q.—What is the length of them and what is the idea ? 

A.——This one was approximately a mile or so in length. It was under- 
taken in the year 1919. The purpose of it was to encourage more satis- 
factory construction in that part of the country and at the same time link 
up the proposed Provincial Highway with the town of Dunnville. 

Q.—What is the length of the construction that cost $5,000. 

A.—What page is that ? 

Q.—I 53? 

A.—Well, that is only a part of the cost and T cannot say to what por- 
tion of the cost that applies. 

().—What would be the length ? 

A.—The length would be approximately a mile. 

Q.—Then this simply was a contribution 2 

A.—Well, we carried on the work under Departmental organization. 

@.—Well now you have been good enough to bring down a number of the 
tenders with reference to motor cars and I just want to go into these for a 
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few moments. The first one refers to an advertisement which is cut out 
here under date, Toronto, May 19, 1921, inserted by you. Notice to Ford 
dealers, sealed tenders marked for contract number 431 will be received by 
the undersigned until twelve noon on Thursday, June 2, 1921, for the supply 
of three standard Ford roadsters with box on the back and tool box on the 
‘running board for the Department of Public Highways, Ontario. Then the 
usual reference to specifications and tenders follows. Now was there a later 
advertisement than this, because I notice that there are a number of tenders 
that seem to have come in at a later date? 


A.—Well, q think there were. We required to replace certain trueks 
and cars from time to time during the season and as we have to have them we 
advertise them. I may say positively that every Ford car purchased last 
year was purchased in accordance with tender and the order was given to 
the lowest tenderer. I ‘know that to be the ease. : 

Q.—Well now I see here under date of May 28th, there is a J. W. Me- 
Laughlin of London, who tenders on a truck, F.O.B., $709, then on M ay 23, 
Toronto Motor Car Co., at $670.60— 

A.—TI think you will find them all summarized in that report Mr. Dewart. 

Q.— Jerome at $670.57; and then, apparently, there were new 
tenders put in by these different parties; on June 8th, McLaughlin puts in 
a tender at $657 which is the amount summarized here ? 

A.—I think they were all received at the some time, Mr. Dewart. 

Q.—And it would appear as though there had been a change in the 
prices between the time of the original tender and later ? 

A.—Well, that may be. 

Q.—Because one is brought down from $686.50 to $636.56— 

A.—We have had this, between the time in which we made the call 
for the tenders and the time we received them and before we would make 
the order, there would be a general change in prices of these cars, and then 
we would receive amended quotations from the different men. I say we 
have had that experience; whether it applies in that case or not I cannot say. 

Q.—So it would look as though you sent out a further call for tenders 
under June 8, because, a firm acknowledges with thanks receipt of call for 
tenders for Ford cars under June 8; Jerome, M. & I. Jerome, apparently 
wired you a rush telegram on June 14th; “This will authorize you to reduce 
our tender of June 2, $151.24, making the net amount of $619.33; letters 
follow. M. & H. Jerome. 4.15 p.m.” It was quite evident that you were going 


to let tenders next day and that your notification to them must have made 
Then they write a letter 





it clear you were going to let them on the 15th. t 
dated, June 14th, giving the more detailed tender at the same figure con- 
tained in the telegram, $619.83 marked, tender number thirty-one, and en- 
dorsed by pencil received June 15th, 1921, twelve noon. 5 
Now IL want to point out that the tenders appear to have been considered 
on June 15th, and the Jerome tender was sent so as to come in to you on 
that very date, June 15th, at noon, at that reduced figure. ont i ee 
happen? ‘They were not the lowest tenderers, but 1 seems odd so their re- 
duced tender came in right at the very day you were dealing with them at- 


twelve o’clock noon ¢ 
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A.—We called for tenders from time to time during the season. 

Q.—I do not quite understand the acceptance of a reduced tender 
at twelve o’clock noon on the day tenders were to be opened. Is it the custom 
to receive tenders right up to the very moment you open them? 

A.—No, no. 

Q.—When you have advertised they should come in by a certain day ? 

A.—No, we expect them to be in at a certain day and they are considered 
at that time. 

Q.—It was not the lowest tender but it was next to the lowest, and you 
nearly nosed out the successful tenderer at the post, as Mr. Raney would say ? 

‘A.—Well, I really cannot follow it from memory. 

Q.—Well, I won’t press the question. It just looks a little curious. 

A.—The practice was closely adhered to, to call for tenders last year. 


Perey William Bull called. 
Sworn. 


Hon. G. H. Frrevson, examining. 


Q.—What is your full name? 

A.—Perey William 

@.—What position do you hold in the Government service ? 

A.—Clerk. 

(@.—In what branch of the service? 

A.—Motion Picture Bureau. 

@.—When did you come into the service ? 

A.—1920. 

(.—What was your position before that ? 

A.—In the Public Works Department. 

Q.—How long had you been there? 

A.—Three years. 

Q.—What were you doing in the Public Works Department ? 

A.—I was with the Trades and Labor Department and then I was pro- 
moted into the Labor Department. 

Q.—And in 1920 you came over to the Motion Picture Bureau ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What are your duties in the Motion Picture branch ? 

A.—My duties are measuring negative, proof prints and prints, shipping. 
Measuring the negative. 

Q.—That is measuring the volume. 


A.—Yes. 
' Q.—That is purchased by the foot, is it not? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—<And is there an allowance for rejection ? 

A.—Well, that I have. nothing to do with. If there is any waste or 
unused negative of course I get it; that is included in the footage. 

Q.—Just tell us in a practical way what you do. These are the films 
that are purchased by the Government ? 
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A.— Yes. 


Q.—And when a film is purchased b 
Py beds 4 y the Government who buys it? 
Who is the official in the D t ee tees 
Re epartment that supervises and puts through the 
A.—Well that I cannot just tell 5 iiftat) . 
you, unless it is Mr. Ell 
Director of the Motion Picture Bureau. ; A aa 
Q.—You have nothing to do with that? 
A.—No. 
Q.—But when the film is purchased then it becomes your duty to 
measure it? F 





A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you measure all the film in the Department? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Is that the work you began with when you went into the Depart- 
ment first ¢ 

A.—No. 

Q.—What were you doing first when you went in? 

A.—It was to put the Bureau into shape to start with ? 

Q.—You mean to organize? 

A.—To organize, exactly. 

‘Q.—Now what did you do to organize it 4 

A.—Is it necessary to go into the detail of that. 

Q.—Yes: I want to know how it is organized. I do not understand 
the organization. It was a bureau that had been in existence for some time! 

! A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now what did you do? 

A.—The first procedure I took on that was to get a quantity of the films 
catalogued, comedies, dramas, education, and scenic, get these into shape, 
and I might say, at that time there was an awful lot of demonstration work being 
done 





Q.—In the Agricultural and Educational work ? 

A. —Yes. These films had been sent broadcast through the Province to the 
different fairs, agricultural representatives, institutions, colleges, schools, and 
son on; quite a number were on standard reels, which was more convenient for 
the operators demonstrating at the fairs and so on. Following that I had 
to do with shipments, the films in circulation. 

Q.—Well now was that the operation of the branch when you went in 
there ? 
A.—Well what the mode of operation was I cannot tell you. 

Q.—But you took over this work that you speak of ? 

A.—Yes. ' 

Q.—And when did you become the official who meas 

A.—Not until last year 1921. . 

Q.—Was it subsequent to some inquiry at the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee here about films when there was some understanding the films would 


be measured ? 
ASY es. 
Q.—And it was 
to take up the measuring 4 


ures the films ? 


pursuant to that you were authorized, you understand, 
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A.—Yes. 
Q.—Now as well as measuring films do you have anything to do with 
inspecting the quality and the character of the film ? 


A.—No. 
Q.—You have nothing to do with that ? 
A.—WNo. 


Q.—Well who looks after that ? 

A.—The editor. 

@.—Who is the editor ? 

A.—Mr. Blake. 

Q.—He is the man who takes care of the quality of the film. Now the 
value of the film largely depends on the quality, does it not 4 

A.—Yes. Of course that depends on the work of the film. Just what 
do you mean by the quality of the film ‘ 

Q.—Different grades of film. There are different qualities; some of 
them will live longer than others 4 

A.—Well that would apply T would say to any material. That depends 
on the quality of the negative in the first place and that will depend secondly 
on the usage of the film. The duration of a film is a hundred screenings. 

Orie there not. a difference in the film itself, fabrie and the life of a 

A.—Well no, there should not be. 

().—Is not there a film that is called—it is used by the newspapers 
largely in letter press film. What is that film ¢ 

A.—wWell that would apply I would say to any material. That depends 
to would be what they use for pictorial work or I*ox news 

@.—Do you know there is such a thing as news print film ?@ 

A.—Well I do and I don’t because that part of the work I have nothing 
to do with. We do not carry that kind of film ¢ 

Q.—But I am asking you if you know there is such a film as news print 
film? Do you know as a matter of fact? 

A.—No, I do not know. 

Q.—And you have nothing to do with that question of quality of the 
film at all? 





A.—WNo. 
Q.—Your duty consists entirely of measuring film pe in and day out? 
A.—Yes. | 


().—And when you measure it who do you report to % 

A.—The director; that is when my certifications are complete. I give 
him the original and keep a copy for myself. 

().—Who is he? 

A.—Mr. Hearst. 

().— Your certificates are handed to him 4 

A.—The original. 

().—Now pursuant to the inquiry of last year I think it was, in regard 
to film, there was to be a measurement and you were instructed to make that 
he teva aitiathe: Did you make a measurement of the film in the service ? 

A.—Of what films? 

Q.—Did you make a measurement of any films? I don’t want you 
to hedge with me. I want you to tell me all you know. 
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A.—I am not hedging. 

Q.—Tell me then what films you measured when you went in there ? 

A.—The first measurement I undertook was the Film Craft industries, 
standard films. 

Q.—Did you make any of the Aero Film Company’s 

A.—Well at that time probably they were the Aero Film Co. 

(.—They are the same company ? 

A.—Same company, yes. 

Q.—Film Craft sueceeded the Aero film ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Just a change in name, practically ? 

A.—As far as I know. 

Q.—Do you know that ? 

A.—I haven’t the least idea. 

Q.—You have not heard that firm was reorganized ¢ 

A.—No, it was not my business to make these inquiries. 

Q.—No, but sometimes you know things that are not directly your busi- 
ness ¢ 

A.—Exactly. 

Q.—And I thought perhaps you were in a good position to know. I am 
not in the Department at all and I can learn them all right. 

Mr. Smrru: But probably your information is not correct. 

Mr. Frrcuson: Well I fancy it is. When I come to develop it I think 
it will be fairly correct. 

Q.—Now who instructed you to make these measurements 4 Was there a 
general measurement to be made up of’ all the films ¢ 


A.— Yes. * 

Q.—Did you measure films that had already been purchased and paid for? 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.— Measure everything that the Government had purchased? Practically 
everything? 


A.—Practically everything. 

Q.—But you went over the Government stock of films and checked it all 
up with you measurements ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now did you compare your measurements with the footage that 
came in the invoices ? 

A.—There were no invoices at that time. I had then undertaken or 
had been given orders to measure, and I had to go through each, right up 
to the proof prints which should correspond with the print itself, and the 
order is put through ides ot 

Q.—What was the object of your measuring 

A.—That was my instructions. ae 

Q.—But what was the purpose of the measuring * 

A.—That I cannot tell you. 

Q.—Hadn’t you any idea @ | 

A.—Only that I was instructed. 

Q.—Have you no notion of why you were there ? 

A.—Only I know it was part of my duties. 
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Q.—And do you carry out your duties without any intelligent notion 
of what your purpose is at all? Why do you suppose you were asked to 
measure film? What would be the object ? 

A.—Well, from a business point of view 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—Well, I would not put an order in for an amount of ten thousand 
feet of film to be delivered tomorrow if J did not require that and if I paid 
for that ten thousand feet I would expect that ten thousand feet to be de- 
livered. 

Q.—And you would check it up to see? 

A.—I would. 

Q.—And that was the purpose of your measuring wasn’t it? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You were measuring film to check them up with the purchase: of 
the film, I understand ? 

Keane 

Q.:—Now how did you find the measurements compared with the films 
purchased in length ? 

A.—They were satisfactory. 

Q.—They were all satisfactory ? 

A.—With invoices that were sent through that finally came to me. 

Q.—And you checked these all over? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That is, not only the stuff purchased from the Aero Company, but 
the Film Craft, ‘which is the same company. I am speaking about all the 
films ? i 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—You found no shortages at all? 

A.—I might enlighten you on this, that this work has been performed 
before I was ental to the Motion Picture Bureau. I was measuring 





negative of the first prints that were delivered. What the footage was pre-_ 


vious to that I don’t know. My orders were to go through andi the list of 
films were given to me to measure which I did do. 
Geel you made no comparison with footages that were purchased ? 
A.—I had no comparison to compare with. — 
anley I am asking you if you did? 
A.—No, I did not. 
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Q. —Couldn’t you get the footages in the Department. Didn’t they q 


keep track of a ten ake eral foot Sauce 
A.—Yes, but I don’t know what was doing five years ago. 
Q.—I thought you told me you were asked to check up all the tihns ? 
A.—I was asked to measure the negatives, which I did do. 


Q.—And what did you do with is BP SAE when you measured 


them ? 


A.—The original certificate I handed to Mr. Hearst; the duplicate I — 


kept myself in my own file. 
Q.—That is all you did? 
A.—That is all I could do. 
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Q.—You didn’t make an | 
. : y Teport to anybody? In connection wit ; 
phase of the work of the Moving Picture co a i. ef nection with any 


A.—No. 

Q.—You never made any report ? 
A.—No. 

Q.—About any conditions ? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Are you quite sure about that ? 
A.—Yes. : 


, Q.—So your duty consisted of simply measuring and handing over a 
certificate of what you found to be the measurement to Mr. Hearst ? 

A.—Exactly. 

Q.—And is that the work you are still performing ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—You don’t deal with quality? You have no duty to perform ex- 
cept to put the yard stick on this film and see how long it is and put down 
the figures and give a certificate? That is your duty ? 

_ A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you have never performed any other? 

A.—You mean in connection with the measuring? 

@.—In connection with the work of the Bureau ? 

A.—Oh yes; I have other duties, in fact numerous. 

— Q.—What are they ? , 

A.—Bookings. 

Q.—What are bookings ? 

A.—Bookings of film for shipping. 

Q.—What do you mean by booking? 

A.—For instance if you were to put in a request for a film, or put in 
a request for a selection of film, first and second choice. In some cases we 
can substitute. In other cases we cannot. ‘There may be a booking on the 
same day—Kingston, one from the north, Arnprior, or other places. The 
first order that is receiver gets the preference, and so we work on this and 
make the shipment. 

Q.—And that is part of your duty, to keep the stuff in circulation ? 

A.—Exactly. 

Q.—Now what else comes within the scope of your duties? ‘These are 
the only two things you have ever done for the Department. — ; 

A.—Well, examining films on return, rewinding to see if there is any 
shots missing in titles. Sometimes there is an enclosure made in the return 
shipment; go through the film and examine it; it may be short a title or a 
sub-title; if so an order is put through— 

Q.—What is a shot? 

A.—Just a shot of picture ? 

Q.—What does that mean ? 

A.—If you want five feet of a scene the camera man goes out and shoots 
that. 

Q.—Takes a picture, that is what you mean / 


A.— Yes. : 
Q.—So that is the sum total of your work in the Bureau % 
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A.—Cataloguing and all these things take time and need to be given 
very close attention. 

(.—Now as you have told us when film comes in there it is turned over 
for you to measure? 

A.—When the editor gives it first screening I measure it. If there 1s 
any cuts made on that I have to give it a second measuring. When he finally 
screens it he puts through a certificate, notifies me it is 0. K. for final measure- 
ment. 

Q.—And then you make your measurement ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you are given no information as to how many feet should be 
in it or anything else ? 

Q.—That is the editor’s duty. 

A.—TI know it is the editor’s duty officially but you don’t have any inform- 
ation as to how many feet should be in a film when it is handed to you 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—It is a well organized branch; nobody communicates to anybody 
anything except what is officially his duty to perform. You never talk about 
things ? 

A.—Oh no. 

Q.—Do you know of shortages existing in deliveries or sales to the 
Department, by the Aero Film people or the Film Craft people 4 

A.—No. 

Q.—Have you heard of these things ? 

A.—Have I heard ? 

Q.—Have you heard in the Department that there were shortages in the 
delivery @ 

A.—Well that does not interest me, what I have heard. 

(.—Well it is interesting to me. Just wait a moment. I have made 
up my mind and I think the committee has that you are not being fair. 
I am asking you if you have heard in the bureau that there were shortages 
at all? 

(Mr. Smith objects to the question). 

Q.—You never heard anything that led you to check up any film at all, 
find out whether there were any shortages of any kind? 

A.—No. 

Q.—And you do not know fifo any of your superior officers that there 
has been shortage in delivery ? 





A.—No. 
Q.—Never anything of that kind ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—And you have never heard in the Department that there was any 
claim against either the Aero Film Company or the Film Craft Company? 


A= No, 
Q.—That there was any dissatisfacticn of any kind? 
A.—No. 


Q.—And you have never made a i’pmi to anybody that there was un- 
satisfactory service anywhere ? 
A.—No. 
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Q.—I want you to be sure? 
A.—Yes. 
Q.—You have never made any such report and never had any such inform- 
ation from any official of the Department? 


~A.—No. 
().—That is absolutely correct 2 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Do you come in contact with the Film Craft people at all ¢ 

A.—Oh yes. 

Q.—When ? 

A.—In the performance of my duties. 

Q.—Well, I do not suppose you go down there to play pinochle with 
them. How do you come in contact with them ? <a 

A.—In measuring. 

Q.—Just tell me how? Do you go down there to measure film? 


A.—Yes. 

Q.—To the Film Craft premises ? 

A.— Yes. 

@.—And all the film is measured there ? 
A.— Yes. 


Q.—What do you call it when vou speak of measuring, measuring film 
or print or negative ? 

A.— Negative. 

Q.—And then do you measure film as well? 

A.—After the measurement of the negative then it is proof or proof 
print whatever you wish to call it—some call it print; that is for the editor, 
which is screened in the motion picture projection room. 

Q.—Then the most of your work is done down there at the Film Craft 
place @ 

A.—Oh no. 

Q.—Well, when do you measure down there ‘ 

A.—Just when an order is put through that a proof is completed. 

Q.—Then you go down there and measure / 

A.—I go down and measure, yes. 

Q.—So all your first measurings are done down there? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now who is the manager down there? 

A.—Well, I think under that heading, T have known him to be the super- 
intendent, Mr. Miller. ‘ 

Q.—Mr. Miller is the superintendent ‘ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What other officers do you come in contact with down there 4 

A.—Nobody. | | 

Q.—You never see anybody but Mr. Miller ? . . 

A.—I see quite a number, but never have any business with them. 

Q.—Do you know anybody else there ? 

A.—I guess I know the staff pretty well ? 


—Well, who are the staff? . 
a ‘s a Miss Stirch, who does the assembling of the film. 
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Q.—Who else ¢ | 

A.—The accountant, Mr. Simpson, and the camera man or men. 

Q.—Who are they ? 

A.—Mr. Tash. 

Q.—Who else? I want to know everybody you know around that 
place ? 

A.—KEverbody I know? 

Q.—Yes, connected with the Film Craft ¢ 

A.—I am not there doing business with them. 

Q.—I am not asking you anything about that. Please answer me. 
I want to know whom you know at the Film Craft. You have told me three? 

A.—Well, that is not my business to know these people. 

Mr. Watson: You should answer that question. 

A.—I have no dealings with these people. 

Q.—Your attitude is not just as satisfactory as it might be. Now who 
do you know down around the Film Craft establishment. You have given 
me the names of three people—Miss Stirch, Mr. Tash, who else. 

A.—Miller, the superintendent. 

Q.—Who ey 

A.—Well, that is all I know that I have any business dealings with. 

Q.—I am not asking you about that. Whom do you know that is down 
there ? 

A.—I don’t know them all by name. 

@.—Do you know any more than you have told me that are around the 
Film Craft place? You have been working around there for the last year 
and a half and you only know four people. I think I would know them all 
in a week ? 

A.—As far as that goes, I am not going to give you an indirect answer; 
IT might as well say I don’t know myself; that is quite a thing to ask a man. 

Q.—Well, wait a minute. I am asking you who are around there that 
you know., I don’t care how you know them ? 

A.—I am not quite sure of all the names. These are just people I have 
come in contact with in the performance of my duties. 

Q.—Will you swear that these are the only people you know around the 
Film Craft? 

A.—Oh no, I don’t swear as to that. 

Q.—Well who else do you know? 

A.—Mr. Proctor. 

Q.—What is his job? 

A.—Well, I cannot tell you that. 

Q.—You don’t know what his position is ? 

A.—No, I do not. 

Q.—Who else do you know? 

A.—Mr. Trish. 

~Q.—What is Mr. Irish ? 

A.—That I cannot tell you. 

Q.—And who else do you know? 

A.—Mry. Irish again; this is Mr. K. Trish. 

@.—Who else do you know? 
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A.—I know a Mr. Bastedo. 

().—Who else is there ? 

A.—Mr. Sifton. 

Q.—Anybody else you know down there? 

A.-—Yes, there is the office boy. 

Q.—Well, he is an important factor, I understand in this organization, 
what is his name? 

A.—Martin. 

Q.—Do you ever run across a Mr. Cleland? 


A.—No. | 

Q.—Don’t know him? 
A.—No. 

Q.—Or Mr. McGill? 

A.—No. 

q.—Or Mr. Thompson ? 
A.—WNo. 

Q.—Don’t know any of these? 
A.—WNo. 


Q.—And that is then the sum total of your knowledge with respect to 
the people around the Film Craft? 

A.—To the best of my recollection, yes. 

@.—When you were working around the Aero Film Company the pre- 
decessor of this Company, you came in contact with the same people? 

A.—Yes, some changes. 

Q.—Mr. Proctor was there? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—Mr. Miller was there? 

A.—Are you speaking of last year? No. Mr. Miller was not there, 
he succeeded the late Major Sampson. 

Q.—Where is Sampson now ? 

A.—I cannot tell you. 

Q.—Did you know Maxwell? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—Was Irish, the two Jrishes, around the Aero Film Company. 

A.—Oh yes, on different occasions I have run across them. 

Q.—You knew they were connected with them ? 

A.—Mr. Trish? I don’t know what his position is there; the other was 
a camera man. nd 3 
| Q.—You don’t have anything to do with checking up the invoices, you 
told us, the price or anything of that nature? 

A.—No, I have nothing whatever to do with that ? 

Q.—Nor the quality ? 

A.—No. , | 

Q.—I understand there is a very marked difference in the quality of 
films, some will live longer than others ? 


A.—That depends on the usage. all 
Q.—I am told more than that, that in the nature of the material itself 


there is a very important difference? Do you know anything about. that. 
I don’t want you to speak of it if you don’t know. 
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A.—No. 
Q.—You do nothing but just measure ¢ 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—Who has to do with the testing of the quality? The editor? 

A.—That I cannot answer. 

Q.—Do you buy a different type of stuff—or do you know anything 
about that—do you buy a different type of material from the Pathes than 
what you do from the Film Craft people? 

A.—That I don’t know. 

Q.—Nor you don’t know the amount that is bought from each? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Now can you tell me who has to do—I asked you a little while ago 
and I am not sure I got your answer,—who has to do with the quality of the 
film, who decides whether you will accept or not ? 

A.—The editor, Mr. Blake. 

Q.—He is the man whose duty it is to decide on the acceptance. Who 
purchases, Mr. Blake? 

A.—That I don’t know. I have nothing to do with the purchasing. 

Q.—You don’t know around the Department what official has to do with 
purchasing the films? 

A.—No, I don’t. I have nothing to do with prices. 

Q.—I know you haven’t but you have been working around a Depart- 
ment for nearly two years maybe and you cannot tell me the name of the 
official in the department that does the purchasing ? 

A.—No, I have nothing whatever to do with it. 

eee, you know the man that does it, supposing you don’t speak to 
him, do you know who he is? 

A.—The question is who does the purchasing of the film? That I 
don’t know. 

Q.—You don’t know ? 

A.—WNo sir. 

Q.—How do you know Mr. Blake is the editor? 

A.—Well, from the duties he performs. 

Q.—Do you know whether there is a man fhat purchases the film around 
there or not? 

A.—No, I don’t know. 

Quien don’t know whether there is anybody there that pave film, so 
you don’t know how the film gets into the Department. 

A.—I know how the film gets into the Department. 

Q.—Why ? 

A.—When I receive an order I know that work is in progress. 

Q.—Al] you know is that there is a film to be measured and you don’t 
know who it belongs to? 

A.—It doesn’t belong to anybody until [ receive it. 

@.—Doesn’t it belong to anybody ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—yYou are displaying a fine degree of intelligence. The film doesn’t 
belong to anybody ¢ 

A.—Until that film is received and measured it is really not the Govern- 
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ment’s property until’ it is paid for. 

Q.— And you don’t know whether it is a Departmental film you are 
measuring or whether it belongs to the company. 

A.—I do when I have the order, for that order covers that. 

Q.— Now I understand you go down to measure first at the Film Craft. 
That is the first place you measure the film ? 

A.—That is provided the order is made. 

Q.—Do you handle the same film more than once? 


Ae -Oh, ves. | 
| A the first time you measure, is down at the Film Craft 4 
ei Les; 


Q.—That is the negative. So that is the first you have to do? You 
go down there and measure 4 

A.—Yee. 

Q.—And do you know who it belongs to down there ¢ 

A.—It belongs to the company that makes it? 

Q.—How do you know that ‘ 

A.—Because it is finally accepted, passed finally by the editor. 

Q.—So you do know the work of this Department? You know all about 
the workings. You are the man that organized it. You should know the 
duty of every official in it. 

A.—No; I only perform my duty. 

Q.—Well how did you reorganize this thing ¢ 

A.—When I first went down there there was a kind of conglomeration. 

Q.—Well tell me what you did when you reorganized it‘ 

A.—Well the first thing was to get the film in condition, see the films 
were in their right tins, with the right bands on, under the right number, 
and at that time the fall fair was on and I had to set to and find out which 


was 





Q.—And you call that reorganization of the staff ¢ 

A-—TI had nothing to do with the staff. 

Q.—You told me you went there to reorganize the branch. As a 
matter of fact you did not reorganize at all? 

A.—No I did not reorganize, | went to check it. 

Q.—That is what you told me a little while ago, you went there to re- 
organize the branch. j | 

A.—You are putting the question a little different than what you did 
in the first place. 

Q.— Well, your first Job was to do what ? 


A.—The first thing when I went down there was to get the shipments 


out. 
Q.—Who sent you down. 
A.—Mr. McCutcheon. . 
@e—)id Mr. MeCutcheon instruct you m 
the Motion Picture Bureau! 
A.—No, he didn’t. 
Q.—Well, who instructed you, 
whom did you get your instructions 4 


A.—Mr. Elhott. 


Who did you get instructions from ¢ 


what you were to do in 


and you know that perfectly well. From 
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Q.—He is the head of the Bureau ? 
A.—Director of the Bureau. 
@.—And by the way, did he give you your instructions in writing? 


A.—No. ; 
Q.—He just told you what your duties were to be? 
Pua) Ga. 


Q.—And what did he tell you? 

A.—Shipping, measuring at that time was not mentioned, sorting the 
films and putting the films in condition that they could be put into the label; 
at that time they were not in condition to do that, and in fact at that time 
I was working under difficulties. I was working in the lower projection 
room and all the screening was to be done there. 

Q.—I am asking you what Mr. Elhott told you—-straighten up 
things, see they were properly labelled, and put them in their proper places, 
and so on 
A.—Yes. 

Q.—Now Mr. Elliott had been director for a while before this, hadn’t 
he ? 

A.—Yes; I cannot say what time. 

Q.—Well, he was there before you came? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Do you know how long he was there, a day or a year? 

. A.—TI do not. 
Q.—You never heard that any place, from him or any place else ? 
A.—No. 
Q.—Did you ever hear of this Bureau before you got a job in it? 
A.—I had not. 


Q.—Then Mr. Elliott was the man who set you to work to fix up his 
own conglomeration ? 

A.—I did not say that? 

Q.—You did not say it was a conglomeration ? 

A.—I didn’t say it was his. 

(.—He is responsible, isn’t he? 

A.—Not at that time. I think it was early, in its infancy; I think 
really nobody was directly responsible for it. 

().—No, it just ran off the track itself somewhere ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q@.—Was Mr. Elliott head of the Bureau? 
A.—Yes. 


Q.—And he would be responsible for whatever took place there, wouldn’t 
he? 

A.—I cannot answer that. 

Q.—You don’t know whether the head of the branch would be responsible 
or not? 

A.—I do not. 

Q.—Who has direction and control of you, do you know that? 

A.—At the present time ? 

Q.—Yes. 

A.—Mr. Elliott. 
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(.—How do you know that? 

A.—I get my instructions from him. 

Q.—And that is the way you discovered that ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the only people you know anything about is people you have 

direct contact with in the performance of your duties? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you know nobody else around the institution ? 

A.—Nobody at all. 7 3 

Mr. Smiru: To your knowledge was there any measuring of films pre 
vious to the time of the Public Accounts Committee sitting last year ? 

A.—No sir, I do not know. 

Q.—Does Mr. Blake examine the films for quality or does he examine 
them as to the nature of the pictures ? 

A.—In the nature of the pictures. 

Q.—To see if the picture is all right. who handled the shipping in 
that office before you started ? 

A.—TI cannot tell you; I do not know. 

The Committee then adjourned until 10 a.m. June 8, 1922. 


THE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Resumed June 8th, 1922, at 10 a.m., with Mr. Watson in the Chair. 


H. M. Buaxe, Sworn. 

Examined by Hon. Mr. FErcuson: 

Q.—You are Mr. H. M. Blake? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—I see in the Public Accounts you are designated as Film Editor in 
the Moving Picture Bureau ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—How long have you held that position ¢ 

A.—Since April 9th, 1920. 

Q.—Were you in the Public Service before that! 

A.—No sir, I was overseas. | i 

Q.—Had you had any experience in this class of work before ? 

A.—I had been in journalistic work for eight years. ‘ 

Q.—Here ? ti. 

A.—Hlere first, and then on the Pacific Coast, principally in Vancouver. 

Q.—And you began in April, 1920, in this position 4 

A.—Yes. ; : 

Q.—What are your duties as Film Editor ¢ 

A.—My duties are to prepare the scenarios, to direct the work in the 
field, that is the photography, and to review the films after they are com- 

ed. 
Ry Q.—That is, dealing with the— 
‘A.—Just with the photography. Atty 
Q.—Then, are you responsible for all the scenarios! 
A.—I review them all, sir. 
Q.—You do not conceive them / 
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A.—Yes, I conceive most of them, but now and then I have not time to 
do them all and then they are made up by other people and presented to me 
for my approval. 

Q.—You do not have anything to do with the checking up of the amount 
of film that comes in, or the accounts that come in for it‘ 

A.—No, I have nothing to do with that. 

Q.—We had some discussions here with a gentleman yesterday named 
Bull. I was asking him something about the different qualities of film. 
There is a difference in the quality of film I understand. Film 1s the thing 
that is used in the machine ordinarily to show the picture! 

A.—Yes, film is the stock on which the picture is taken. 

Q.—That is, the roll that you send out? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—That is the thing you pay for, what you get for your money, which 
comes up in the form of a reel, doesn’t it? There are different qualities as 
to that? 

A.—I don’t know anything as to the qualities of that. 

Q.—Who deals with that? 

A.—I imagine that is a matter for Mr. Hearst or Mr. Elhott. 

Q.—The question of quality? 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—You have nothing to do with length, breadth or quality at all? 

A.—No. © 

Q.—Do you know of such a thing as news-print film 4 

A.—No sir, never heard of it before. 

Q.—Is there a difference in the life of film, films of different character ? 

A.—I know nothing at all as to the durabuty. 

Q.—Your duties are largely artistic! 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—You are the artist of the Department. You conceive the picture, 
and see that they throw it on the screen properly 4 

A.—Yes. : 

Q.—You cannot tell me anything at all about the measurements 4 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—How many pictures do you remount, or do you regulate, or work 
in that way % 

A.—Well, I make certain suggestions to Mr. Elliott, and he decides 
whether a picture will be proceeded with, and then when I receive instruc- 
tions from him, I map out the work. 

Q.—How many of these did you do last year, new pictures ¢ 

A.—Just off hand fifteen or twenty. 

By Mr. Dewart: 

Q.—Mr. Blake, I want to ask you, have you anvthing to do with the 
films, with seeing that the film is right‘ I thought you said to my Honourable 
friend that you had chiefty to do with the photographic reproduction, but I 
understood you to say als» thi t you reviewed the films after they were 
completed ? 

A.—Yes, I review th» pl: tography. 

Hox. Mr. Ferauson Yca inspect the picture? 
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J— A.—Inspect the picture to see that it has been properly assembled, and 
is in order generally. 


Mr. Dewarr: That is chiefly then as to workmanship ? 

A.—Yes, 

Q.—Have you any control over the films so as to say whether they are 

proper in size, or length, or anything of that kind, that the Government is 
getting value for its money? — 
; A.—Well, in this way, that if there is very bad photography our sub- 
ject matter does not meet with my approval, I eliminate it from the film. 
— _Q.—What do you mean by the subject matter not meeting with your 
approval % : 

A.—I mean by that if the scene is too long, or it is not pertinent to 
the subject that we are taking at the time—I mean does not bring home the 
point. 

Q.—You do not undertake to review the subject matter of the scene? 
You are not an official Censor? 

A.—Oh, no sir. 

Hon. Mr. Frerevson: His duties are purely aesthetic. 

Wirness: Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: Who is the Official Censor ? 

A.—The Censor is Major Hamilton, sir. 

Q.—Does he have anything to do with the scenes or pictures that are 
to be put on before the photograph is taken? 

A.—No, he has nothing to do with that at all. 

-Q.—Then all the expense of taking the photographs and producing the 
films is incurred before any Censoring is done ¢ 

A.—I don’t know anything as to the payment at all. That does not 
come under me. 

Q.—I can quite understand that, Mr. Blake, so far as films are con- 
cerned that are purchased from corporations that they have made, that they 


have to be censored after the film itself is seen; but I understand from you 


that you have had to do with what you were pleased to call the scenarios ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—That is, the whole setting, the locus in quo, things of that sort ¢ 

A.— Yes. 

Q.—The Censor has to pass on your work after you have done it 2 

A.—He is supposed to pass I think on every film produced in the Pro- 
vince, as far as I understand. 

Q.—If charges were made for a film that was not in accordance with 
what was prescribed, would you know anything about that? 

° Shh any standard as to the size and length of a film? 

= ? ite understand. 

jae 1 we to say is this, what is the ordinary width of a film? 

A— Well, there are two sizes, as far as I understand it; the standard 
size and the Pathéscope size. I don’t know whether they are the same width 
¥% Ba There is the standard and the Pathéscope width ? 
A—I don’t know whether the width is different. 


3i—J-22-v2. 
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Q.—Who would know that—Mr. Elliott ? 

A.—Mr. Elliott would know that. 

Mr. Dewarr: I do not want to delay the Committee, but I would lke 
to ask him a few questions on that. 


Orrer Exxiotr, Sworn. 

Examined by Mr. Drwart: 

Q.—Mr. Elliott, I see that your official designation is “Director.” What 
does that mean—Director of what? 

A.—Of the Amusement branches. 

Q.—That includes in your duties what? 

A.—AlIl the amusements down there. 

Q.—Down where? 

A.—Richmond Street. ~ 

Q.—I would like it a little more localized? 

A.—It is having charge of the administration of the Theatres under the 
Cinematographs Act, the Amusement Tax Act— 

Q.—Are you in charge of all the Government amusements ? 

A.—WNo. 

Q.—I take it it is only the reproduction of pictures and things of that 
kind that you have to do with? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Have you charge of the inspection of theatres ? 
A.—Yes. . 


Q.—The theatrical performances ? 

A.—No, the theatres with regard to safety appliances, etc., operating 
rooms and all that. | 

Hon. Mr. Ferauson: You mean the regular drama theatre? 

A.—Yes, we inspect those too. ) 

“Mr. Dewarr: Have you a staff under you that inspects the different mov- 
ing picture theatres, and so on? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I take it that your work includes the inspection of theatres, and 
certain matters in connection with the Motion Picture Bureau?  * 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Have you any supervision over the films % | | 

A.—Well, a picture is ordered to be made, and then the staff handles the 
making of it, and I finally ascertain that the film has been completed, and Te 
obtain various certificates as to measurements, that the picture is satisfac- 
tory, and then authorize payment of the account. 

Q.—So you would have control of the question of measurement. That, 
I take it, to be the length and size of the film ? 

A.—Mr. Bull who gave evidence here yesterday, measures the film and 
reports it on a certificate for each film. 

Q.—Something was said by the last witness about the standard and 
Pathéscope size. What was meant by that? 

A.—The standard width film is an inch in width. The Pathéscope is 
slightly smaller. 

Q.—How much smaller ? 
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A.—It would bé about a quarter of an inch. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: I think it is about seven-eighths. 

Mr. Dewart: That would be running from three-quarters to seven- 
eighths ¢ 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—lIs there a set price for the standard film? 

A.—Yes sir, for the negative we pay 75 cents per foot for exterior 
scenes, and $1 per foot for interior scenes. Then for the prints that we need 
from the negative we pay 10 cents per foot. 

Tur Cnarrman: How thany feet would there be in a reel? 

A.—1,000 feet. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: Are you allowed rejection ? 

A.—Yes, ten per cent. rejection. 

Mr. Dewart: It would not cost as much, I take it, to make or reproduce 
the smaller film—that is, three-quarter to seven-eighths of an imch—as it. 
would to make and reproduce the standard one inch film ¢ 

A.—Well, sir, we pay ten cents per foot lineal measurement regardless. 
as to whether it is standard or Pathéscope film. | 

Q.—TIt is a fact that the Government has been charged for the narrow 
width film in excess of the actual footage that was delivered ¢ 

A.—yYes Sir. 

Q.—Explain what you mean by that. I take it that if you have a film 
for which you are paying $1 per foot, and the film is a quarter or an eighth. 
of an inch narrower than the standard film, then it must be correspondingly 
shorter; that is, the whole length of film must be correspondingly shorter be-- 
cause you are making your picture smaller ? 

A.—Yes sir, that 1s correct. 

Q.—So that the length of each individual film picture would be smaller 
corresponding to the narrowness which you have in the width? 

How. Mr. Fereuson: Let me put it this way; the standard film runs. 
about sixteen pictures to the foot! 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And the other runs about twenty ? 

A.—About twenty. 

Mr. Dewarr: The standard runs about sixteen per foot, and the other, 
because the pictures are smaller, runs twenty ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Is it a fact that the Pathéscope Company charged the Government 
for narrow width prints for a length greatly in excess of the footage that 


was delivered ? 
Ree Gs atid’, 


Q.—What difference would that make so far as the film was concerned ? 
You are paying at the rate of $1 per foot. What 1s the fair length of a 
picture? You said I think about 1,000 feet { 

A.—The average picture is 1,000 feet in length, but the $1 per foot that 
you mentioned, that is for negative. We pay 10 cents per foot for prints. 

10 cents per foot would be where the discrepancy would exist. 
Q.—At the rate of 10 cents per foot on 1,000 feet of film, that would 


come to $100? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—What would be the over-charge for the narrower print on the basis 
of a negative for the thousand feet of film at the rate of $100, compared 
with the standard film? 

. A.—Approximately $20. 

(.—When did the fact come to your knowledge that the Pathéscope 
Company was charging $20 more for 1,000 feet of negative than they were 
really entitled to ? ? 

A.—About the first week of May last. 

Q.—Have you any idea as to how long that had continued ? 

A.—Ever since the inception of the Motion Picture Bureau, that would 
be 1917. 

Q.—Can you give me any idea as to what the amount would be that 
the Pathéscope Company in your opinion has been improperly charging 
since 1917 by reason of collecting from the Government upon the basis of a 
standard negative instead of the narrower and shorter film? 

, A.—I have made no definite calculation. I roughly estimated the 
amount to be from $40,000 to $60,000. 
Q.—I take it that was not a mere matter of overcharge, was it? 

A.—I contend it is. 

Q.—There is a charge for material that never was delivered ? 

A.—Oh, yes. 

Q.—So that it was not merely an over-estimate of the value of what 
they gave, but they were charging for something that the Government never 
got? 

A.—Yes. | | 

Q.—You say you discovered this last May. Did you take any steps to. 
remedy it | 

A.—yYes sir. I immediately wrote to the Pathéscope Company advis- 
ing them of the over-charge, and suggesting that they appoint one of their 
officials, and-I would appoint an official of the Motion Picture Bureau, who 
would make an inventory to ascertain the amount of refund due the De- 
partment. 

Q.—And did you get any reply to that letter from the Pathéscope 
Company ? 

A.—Yes sir, I got a reply just a few days ago. 

Q.—You wrote them in May? 


A.—Yes. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: You mean this May, just a month ago? 

A.—Yes. 

Mr. Dewart: I thought you meant last year ? 

A.—No. | 

Q.—Do you suggest that this matter only came to your knowledge dur- — 
ing the last month? se | 

A.—Yes Sir. 

~Q.—I thought you meant a year ago? 

A.—No. 


-Q.—I am glad that this is cleared up, because I think that is very im- 
portant. Then, there is correspondence on this subject ? | 
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A.—Yes. 
Q.—You haven’t that correspondence here ? 
A.—No. 


Q.—It was only in view of what my Honourable friend asked yester- 
day that I adopted this line of examination. 

Hon. Mr. Frreuson: How long since you wrote them? 

A.—I wrote them somewhere about the 15th of May. 

Mr. Dewarr: And got a letter in reply ? 

A.—I got a letter I should say about two weeks later. 

@.—You have not, naturally, that letter with you, because I had no 
opportunity of being in the House yesterday to ask for your attendance to- 
day. Could you give us the substance of the letter? 

A.—The reply? 

Q.—Yes, from the Pathéscope Company ? 

A.—The reply was to the effect that they always charged on that basis, 
and that officials in the Bureau prior to my having anything to do with it . 
were fully aware of it. However, I had drawn their contract to their at- 
tention, and they claimed that, although it was not specifically mentioned 
in the contract, yet it was understood that they were to charge for Pathéscope 
prints on the basis of the measuement of the negative itself. 

Mr. Dewarr: And the contract you contend does not allow that? 

A.—WNo sir, it does not. “That is my contention. 

Hon. Mr. Frrevson: When was the contract made? | 

A.—There were agreements made back as far as 1916. The pathé- 
scope Company wrote saying what prices they would charge, and they were © 
accepted, and then tenders were called for in February, 1920, for a specific 
-eontract on every operation—what they would charge for making a negative, « 
what they would charge for printing. | 

Mr. Dewart: Having regard to these contracts, and to your examina- 
tion of them in connection with this matter, vou say that these contracts do 
not allow the charge that has been made? 

A.—That is what I say. 

_ Hon. Mr. Fereuson: It is on the basis of that contract that this over: © 


‘charge is worked out? ' 
A.It is on the basis of all the correspondence since the inception of 


the Bureau. x 

Q.—Which gave you the price of this contract 

~ A.—Yes. 

Q.—When did you say it was? | | 

A.—February, 1920, and accepted on March 9nd, 1920. 

Q.—And that is the contract you are working on now ¢ 

A.—Yes. | j 

Mr. Dewart: Did that vary, Mr. Elliott, the general terms and con- 
_ ditions under which charges should be made, so as to show that the Pathé- 
scope Company had been making honest charges before February, 1920, 
Do you consider that the charges they made before Hebrnary, 1920, were im- 
proper, as you consider they are since February, 1920 ¢ 


A.— Yes. 
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Q.—And the mere fact that the contract was entered into in February, 
1920, makes no difference so far as your interpretation is concerned 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—But the improper over-charge has been going on ever since the 
inception of the Bureau ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And in your judgment that amounted to $50,000 or $60,000 ¢ 

A.—That is only a rough calculation. 

Q.—Well, that is all you can give. 

Mr. Txos. Marsuatzt: How was it you did not discover this sooner ? 

A.—The situation was peculiar. I took charge of the Moving Picture 
Bureau in 1920. At that time I found that the Motion Picture Bureau had 
no measuring machine, and that the officials of the Department went to the 
producing companies and used their measuring machines to ascertain the 
measurement of the print for which they were charging. I ordered a measur- 
ing machine for the Department, and when I got it I found that the sprocket 
was of standard size, and, of course, could not measure the narrow film. I 
asked the Pathéscope Company where I would obtain a Pathéscope measur- 
ing machine, and they told me that all they did was to remove the standard 
sprocket from the machine, and put a Pathéscope sprocket on in its place. | 
So all I did was to get a Pathéscope sprocket. 

Q.—<And their agreement would approve of that system of measure- 
ment, would it? 

A.—There was no agreement as to measurement. We could measure 
them in any manner we liked. We could use a foot rule if we wanted to. 
Mr. Dewarr: But by any system of measurement there was a short- 
age 3 

A.—The way the shortage occurred was in this manner; we put the 
Pathéscope sprocket on, but the Pathéscope sprocket did not vary the fact 
that this was a standard measuring machine. We did not think of that for 
the moment. By putting on the Pathéscope sprocket, it still gave you the 
same number of feet as it would give you if it were standard. The stand- 
ard machine was not correct when it had a Pathéscope sprocket on.. 

().—You are under the Provincial Treasurer, are you not? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Did you make any report to him? 

A.—I made a report to him very recently. 

Q.—I understand it is only a matter of recent discovery. Was your 
report in writing, or was it verbal? 

A.—It was in writing. 

Q.—Naturally you have not got a copy of it with you? 

A.—No Sir. 

Q.—Any objection to its production ? 

Hon. Perer Smite: Not at all. 

A messenger was dispatched to bring the report from the Minister’s 
office. : 

Mr. Dewart: Probably that report would cover the whole matter, and 
save asking you a lot of questions ? : 

A.—I feel satisfied that the report covers the situation fully. 
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Q.—I would like -to follow up the suggestion of Mr. Marshall. Can 


you explain to the Committee how it was possible that this has been going 


on for so long without it ever having been discovered? You have been there for 
how long? 


A.—I have been in charge of the Motion Picture Bureau for slightly 


over two vears. 


Q.—And this was going on during the time that your predecessor in 
office was there, and during the two years that you have been there, and 


here you think there is a loss of $50,000 or $60,000 to the Government. 


Can you explain how it was possible for that to go on with you and your 
predecessor in office there? 


A.—I accounted for it a moment ago in explaining to you that we got 


standard measurement regardless of the sprocket that was used. but the 
manner in which it was discovered, the other film company, the Filmcrafts 


Industries Limited, who are also under contract with the Government, re- 
cently installed machinery to make the standard width film. Orders were 
given to them for prints, and we found, when the account came in, that the 
account was not for the same amount of film as the other people had charged — 
for a print, from the same negative. In other words, I have forgotten the 
measurement, but the Filmcraft’s charges were based, we will say, for the 
sake of argument, on 800 feet, while I found that the Pathéscope charged 
on 1,000. So I thought that some mistake had been made in making the 
film. I inquired from the Filmcrafts, and they assured me everything was 
there. They said, “You know that Pathéscope gives you all the photography 
in shorter measurement.” 

Q—So it was in that way you learned you had been paying for some- 
thing you had not received from the Pathéscope Company ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—If there had been a proper measuring machine in your Depart- 
ment would you have been able to ascertain that sooner ? 

A.—Oh, yes sir. 

Q.—What do these measuring machines cost 2 

A—The one that the Motion Picture Bureau purchased I think cost 
$50. 

Q.—And does that measure accurately now ? 

A.—No sir, it does not measure accurately. 

Q.—Have you not yet got a machine that measures accurately # 

A—J understand we may have to import one from France. Since I 
learned this I have been making inquiries. 

Mr. Txos. Marsnatt: The standard sprocket, as I understand your 
explanation, would measure accurately ? 

A.—For standard film. 

Hon. PETER SMITH: 
sprockets are ea ba ghte eh ws 

cet not run the 

ate aba danr: Tou suggested there was a difference as elena the 
standard and Pathéscope flm of, I think you said, 100 to Hee oa 

A——Yes, the measurements would run standard 100, an athéscope 


On this Pathéscope film which is narrower, the 
there are more sprockets to, the inch, and the 


approximately 50. 
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Hon. Mr. Fereuson: One runs sixteen pictures to the foot, and the other 
twenty-four. 

Mr. Drewarr: I thought you said twenty. 

Hon. Mr. Frerauson: He said twenty. 

Witness: I counted it. 

Mr. Drwart: I was taking the witness’ evidence. 

@.—I suppose these. films are worth something. The films themselves 
are of value. If a company only has to pay for 80 feet of film, it comes 
to a great deal less than if they had to pay for-100? 

-  A,.—Yes. 

Q.—If you have a narrower film by a quarter cat an eighth of an inch 
upon an inch measurement, and twenty feet less upon 100 feet length, it 
will make quite a eonsiderable difference so far as the company pra aue 
the film is concerned. 

A.—It. should. 

A.—And that is one of the factors you have taken into consideration 
in your estimate as to the amount that the Department has paid to this 
company that they are not entitled to? 

A.—yYes. 

(.—Those are factors you have taken into consideration ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I take it that from what you have said, the net fact is that the 
Government has been paying for something that it has not received, and 
you have concluded that the Government is entitled to a refund of from 
$50,000 to $60,000 from the Pathéscope Company ? 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Are they still doing business with the Government? 
A.—Yes. 


@.—Have you ever found any other discrepancies in the accounts, or 
charges, of either the Pathéscope Company or the Filmerafts Industries ? 

A.—Following the investigation of a year ago— 

Q.—A year ago? 

A.—By the Public Accounts Committee. I instructed Mr. Bull during 
any time he might have at his disposal to re-measure all the film prior to the 
Public Accounts investigation. 

Q.—Last year? 

A.—Yes. He has got through all the Filmeraft so far, but he is not 
through all the Pathéscope yet. I have not his report on Pathescope, but 
there are some overcharges by Filmeraft, for which they paid. There were 
some undercharges which they billed us for, which we paid; dividing the 
thing up, it was about even. 

Q.—So far as the Pathéscope Company is concerned, have you billed 
them with these charges yet? 

A.—WNo sir, I, have not. 

Q.—May I ask you what was your occupation? What position did you 
hold before you took over this position with the Government a few years 
ago ¢ 

A.—Inspector of Theatres. 

Q.—For whom, for the Government ? 
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A.—Yes. 

Q.—How long had you occupied that position ? 

A.—Well, my service with the Government has been from 1911 to 1915 
as a Member of the Board of Censors; from 1915 to 1917, Assistant In- 
spector of Theatres; and from 1917 to 1920, Inspector of Theatres; and from 
then on, Director of Amusement Branches. 


Messenger returns with the report and correspondence from the Minis- 
ter’s Office. 


Mr. Dewarr: Any objection to this being filed or put in? 

Hon. Peter Smiru: Not at all. 

Mr. Dewarr: Then I put in this letter of May 30, 1922, which em- 
bodies your report to the Honourable Provincial Treasurer that you have 
just referred to? ae 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—I see that my honourable friend from Grenville, the Honourable 
G. Howard Ferguson, had a letter addressed to him on June 28th, 1916. 
That was by Mr. Howie. 

Hon. Mr. Fercuson: I was the pioneer in the moving picture busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Dewarr: Let me just read this letter, and if there is anything 
further that needs to go in,. it can go in. I think it should all go in, 
because this shows the terms on which they tendered. 

Wrrness: Yes sir, all the contracts are attached. 

Mr. Drewarr: In the meantime, I will just read this one letter, so the 
Committee may understand :— 

Toronto, May 30, 1922. 
Honourable Peter Smith, M.P.P.., 
Provincial Treasurer, 
Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, Ont. 
“Sir Re: Apparent over-charge on Pathéscope prints 
by the Pathéscope of Canada, Limited. 


“T have consulted the files of the Motion Picture Bureau since its in- 
ception, and can find nothing on record that might be construed to mean 
that the Motion Picture Bureau is to pay 10 cents per foot for Pathéscope 
prints based on the measurement of the negatives rather than the prints.” 

How. Mr. Fureuson: What would be the difference in measuring a 
negative and a print? I thought the print was taken right off the negative ‘ 

A.—It is, sir. 

Q.—It should be the same length ? ! 

A.—In making a Pathéscope print, 1t not only goes through the print- 
ing machine, but the printing reducing machine. The pictures are pulled 
down. The standard would come down quite a bit. The Pathéseope just 
a little. ; 

Hon. Prrer Smiru: That is, they condense the picture; they make 
a Pathéscope print off a standard negative film ? 
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Witness: Yes, in reducing the photography they would bring it from 
1,000 feet to 800 in the print. 

Hon. Mr. Frereuson: You measure what you are to pay for, not the 
original negative ? 

A.—We first of all pay for the negative, then afterwards for the print. 

Mr. Dewarr: What you are complaining of is that you were paying 
an improper overcharge for 1,000 feet of print, when you were only getting 
800 feet of print? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—And you say that would make a difference of $50,000 or $60,000 ? 

A.—Yes. 

@.—I will continue reading this report of yours to the Honourable 
Provincial Treasurer. There is no suggestion of any reflection upon anybody, 
because this was not discovered. “Copies of correspondence bearing on the 
matter are attached herewith, and I would rspectfully direct your attention 
to a letter addressed to the Honourable G. Howard Ferguson, signed by Mr. 
N. A. Howie, President of the Company dated June 28th, 1916. The part 
of this letter that bears on the subject is the fourth paragraph. You will 
note that there is nothing in this letter providing that the measurement of the 
negative is to be the basis of the charge for prints, but it is particularly 
stated that the prints are to be purchased on Pathéscope non-inflammable 
film, at the rate of 10 cents per foot. The letter attached is marked Exhibit 
‘A’ and is a copy of the original on file. 

“The next letter I find bearing on the subject, is dated June 5th, 1917, 
a copy of which is attached and marked Exhibit ‘B’. You will note the 
postseript at the bottom states, P.S. ‘The prices per foot quoted above are 
per foot of negative. The price of 10cts. is PER FOOT OF EITHER 
STANDARD OR PATHESCOPE FILM, There is absolutely no men- 
tion made of the fact that the negative measurement shall form the basis 
of charges for prints, but rather, it is emphatically stated in the post-script, 
that the Bureau may have either standard or Pathéscope films, at the rate 
or 10 cts. per foot. 

“T understand that representations have been made to you by the Pathé- 
scope of Canada Limited, to the effect that the late Mr. 8S. C. Johnston was 
aware of the fact that the Pathéscope of Canada Limited, were charging for 
Pathéscope prints on the basis of negative measurements.” 

Q.—Who was the late Mr. S. C. Johnston ? | 

A.—He was the first Director of the Motion Picture Bureau. He died 
during the first Flu. epidemic. 

Q.—‘‘Attached is a copy of a letter from the Honourable T. W. Me- 
Garry, dated January 30th, 1918, asking for a report relative to prices, this 
is marked Exhibit ‘C’.” 

I take it that the Provincial Treasurer was then, as now, the Minister 
who had under his charge this particular branch of the Service? 

A.—Yes. | 

Hon. Mr. Frercuson: That was just after they organized the Bureau? 

A.—Yes. 


Q.—I made the first contract for pictures, expecting to use them in 


GEORGE V. APPENDIX No. 2. 969 
a cn ine ped tty anine ee ty 


the Old Country, and then subsequently the Government decided to or- 
ganize the Bureau. Then it was put under the Treasurer. 
Mr. DeEwart: I suppose the original thought was that pictures re- 
presentative of Ontario could be used for immigration and other purposes 4 
Hon. Mr. Fercuson: Yes. 


Mr: Dewarr: “The reply by Mr. S. ©. Johnston under date of Feb- 
ruary 5th, 1918, is attached and marked Exhibit ‘D’. You will note that the 
pare and fourth paragraphs of Mr. Johnston’s report to the Minister, par- 
ticularly bear on the price per foot of positive film, particularly paragraph 
four, which is as follows:—‘The price per foot as quoted above are per foot 
of negative. The price of 10 cts. is per foot, either standard or Pathéscope 
positives.’”’ By positives you mean— } 

A.—That is prints. 

Q.—You mean prints? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—“I take from this report, that the late Mr. Johnston never under- 
stood that the Motion Picture Bureau was to pay for Pathéscope prints 
based on negative footage, but rather for the actual measurements delivered 
to the Branch. 

“Mr W. Dawson, late Director of the Bureau, and who succeeded Mr. 
Johnston in the position, was in my office on May 26th (Friday last). I 
discussed the entire matter with him, and he informs me that he was always 
of the opinion that the Bureau only paid for actual measurements delivered 
to the Bureau and that if 1,000 ft. were paid for, and only 800 ft, delivered 
he was ignorant of that fact, but believed to have received and paid for 
1,000 ft, of finished stock. 

“T would further call your attention to the request for tenders issued 
by myself February 23rd, 1920. A copy of the request 1s attached here- 
with and marked Exhibit ‘E’. You will note that the Pathéscope Company was 
particnlarly requested to quote ‘price on Pathéscope size film prints per foot.’ 
Their tender under date of February 24th, 1920, is attached herewith and 
marked Exhibit ‘F’. You will note in the fourth paragraph of the tender 
‘extra prints on either standard or Pathéscope where the negative was made 
by ourselves, 10 cts. per foot.’ You will also in the next paragraph ‘Pathé- 
scope prints made from negatives other than our own, 13 ets. per foot.’ Fur 
ther, there is my acceptance attached under date of March 2nd, 1920, and 
marked Exhibit ‘G’. The request for Tenders, the Tender, and the accept- 
ance of same, in my opinion forms the contract. 

“fT do not wish to burden you with further correspondence in the mat- 
ter other than to state, that Tenders were called for a year ago, but never 
accepted and in calling for Tenders the Companies were advised that the 
old rates would be in force until a new contract had been accepted. As the 
contract entered into on March 2nd, 1920, is not for any specific period, I 
think unless notice is given by either the Bureau or the contracting Com- 
panies, the contract is still in force. 

“T am at a loss to know upon what grounds the Pathéscope Company 
contend that when 800 ft. of Pathéscope film is delivered to the Bureau, they 
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are entitled to payment for approximately 1,000 ft. Certainly when the 
Pathéscope Company order, say, 1,000 ft. of Pathéscope raw stock from the 
manufacturer, 1,000 ft. is delivered to them, and not 800 ft. and all that 
is paid for is 1,000 ft. | 

“T therefore respectfully beg to submit that a refund is due to the 
Department based on the correspondence submitted to you and particularly 
on the contract entered into over two years ago. 

| I have the honour to be 

‘Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 
(Sgd.) O. Extxiort, 


Director.”’ 


Attached to this are all these exhibits you have referred to, including 
particularly a letter of the 24th of February, 1920 from the Pathéscope of 
Canada, Limited, to yourself, signed by W. Redpath of that Company. In 
that letter I find these two paragraphs :— 

“Extra prints on either Standard or Pathéscope, where the negative 
was made by ourselves, 10 cents per foot. 

‘“Pathéscope prints made from negative other than our own, 13 cents 
per foot.” 

And you say that they have been charging at the price on the basis of 
1,000 feet, where they only actually delivered 800 feet 


A.—Yes. 
Q.—Despite their own letter? 
A.—Yes. 


Letter, O. Elhott to the Honourable Peter Smith, Provincial Trea- 
surer dated May 30th, 1922 with correspondence attached marked Exhibit 
J-2. 


Moved by Mr, McCrea, seconded by Mr. Dewart, that the usual report 
be made reporting the evidence to the House. Carried. 


Whereupon the Committee adjourned. 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS. 


Produced before the Committee on Public Accounts at Session of 1922* 
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Chippawa Development—Exhibits A to S Not printed. 


. Special memoranda, containing copies of letters, reports, etc. relating 


to Chippawa Development. 


.. Estimates of Expenditures, 1919-1920. (File No 4). 
..Hstimates of Capital Expenditure, Jan. 7 


TOD to Heb..%2)' 1992. 


> 


(File No. 6). 


.. Estimates of Capital Expenditures for 1922. (File No. 7): 


.- Reports of Consulting Engineers on Queenston-Chippawa Develop- 


TD or 9 WH 


ment, as submitted to Hon. E. C. Drury on Jan, 21st, 1921, being— 


. Report of R. D. Johnson, June 1, 1920. 
. Report of Hugh L. Cooper & Co., Aug. 7, 1920. 
. Final Report of Hugh L. Cooper & Co., Oct. 22, 1920. 


Correspondence re Report of H. L. Cooper & Oo. 1920. 


. Reports of F. L. Stuart & H. S. Kerbaugh, Sept. 30, 1920. 
. Reports of H. S. Kerbaugh, ete., Sept. 20, 1920. 


. Reports of KR. 8. Lea, Oct. 96, 1920. 


....-Revised Estimate submitted to Government, Jan. 21, 1921. 
....Hinal Report of Chippawa Hydro-Electric project by H. L. Cooper 


& Co. 


...-Design of Intake for 15,000 cu. ft. per sec. (original report of R. D. 


Johnson). March 1, 1920. 


.. Niagara Development. Study of Intake for 15,000 cu. ft. per sec. 


Jan. 31, 1919 (original). 


. Report to Hydro Electric Power Commission on Hydraulic character- 


istics of the Rock Section of the Power Canal. By. R. D. Johnson, 
Feb. 1, 1917 (original). 


.. Report on Comparative waterways for development of 900,000 Horse 


Power. By R. D. Johnson, April 18; 1917. 


..Correspondence with R. D. Johnson re Niagara Development from 


Oct: 1h, 1916t0, Dec. 14, 1921. (File J. 1). 
Correspondence re H. L. Cooper & Co. from April 17th, 1920 to Jan. 
12 71922. CE ule. Oat 29))., 


..Correspondence re Francis L. Stuart from Sept 14, 1920 to Dec. 138, 


1921. 


: Beye ondones re H. S. Kerbaugh, from August 20, 1917 to March 


94, 1999. (File K.5) 


Correspondence re R. S. Lea, from Sept. 14, 1920 to Feb. 25, 1922. 


55 


.. Correspondence between Members of the Commission and the Prime 


Minister from Sept. 18, 1915 to April 4, 1922. 


...Copies of original tenders on Niagara Development. 
.. Copy of Report of F. L. Stuart, September 30, 1920.> 


Ontario Temperance Act, Exhibits T. to H. 1, Printed. 


Letter of H. M. Elliot, Commissioner Ontario Provincial Police to 


H. H. McCutcheon, Jan. 20, 1922. 


Such of the Exhibits as have not been printed can either be seen, or 


copies obtained, at the Department to which they belong. 
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.. Letter from T. H. Lennox, M.L.A. to Mr. McCutcheon, Feb. 9, 1922. 


..Copy of Order-in-Council re Extra-Mural Employment of persons 
under sentence, May 20, 1921, with Rules and Regulations annexed. 


VV....Receipt of liquor from Board of License Commissioners to Alex. 
Courrian, September 2, 1921. 


W....Copy of letter (not addressed or signed) from W. E. Partridge to 
Gen. H. M. Elliot, June 21, 1921. 


X....Statement by Frank Wm. Budway, April 4th, 1922. 


Y....Information and conviction against Nathan Slavin November. 28th, 
cohda kel Re x 

Z....Information against Nathan Slavin,. Dec. 5th, and 21st, 1921. 

A.1....Information and conviction against Annie Slavin, Oct. 19, 1920. 


B.1....Informations against Fanny Slavin, April 14 and August 14, 1920. 
C.1....Requisition for liquor No. 2962 for T. H. Lennox, Nov. 24th, 1921. 


Dale. tebe 3 ‘i ” No. 6008 for H. Lennox, Nov. 24th, 1921. 
Opps en |e i ss » No. 6004 for Clifford Case, Nov. 24th, 1921. 
ito Deed f ew (ONO. 9985 for. Te Fi. Lennox, dee. 9ther 121% 
MG dnurs % i 7 Nor 2946) for L. ey Lennox), Oct fasta 1921 


H.1....Statement of Samuel Smith, May 22, 1922. 


-~Workmen’s Compensation Act, Hahibit I. 1, Printed. 
T.1....Form of Doctor’s Account for Workmen’s Compensation Board. 


Motion Picture Bureau, Exhibit J. 1, Printed. 
J.1....Letters and memoranda relating to the Pathescope of Canada Limited. 


20.5 bs Mrs CA bn ig 


Toronto, Jan. 20th, 1922. 
Henry H. McCurcueon, Esq., 
4 Whitby St., 
Toronto. 
Dear Sir: 
I received your letter of the 19th instant and may say I had pre- 
viously discussed the case with Dr. Lavell, of the Board of Parole, in order 
to see what could be done to help you, and he agreed to permit you to go to 
your employment, but he has no option at present in regard to your sleeping 
‘at the Don Gaol. I spoke to him this morning in regard to your health and he 
promised me that he will consult Major Basher, in order that you should not 
suffer any hardship owing to your health. 
| Yours truly, 
Bit My Enxior, 
Commissioner. 
Toronto, Feb. 9, 1922. 
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HEP BIT “Ur? 
Mr. McCurcuzon, 


4 Whitby St., 
Toronto, Ont. 
Dear Sir: 
I wish you would call and see me some time when you are down 
own. 
Yours truly, 
T. Herpert Lennox. 


EXHIBIT “V# 


Copy of an Order-in-Council approved by His Honour the Lieutenant 
Governor, dated the 20th day of May, A.D. 1921. 

Upon the recommendation of the Honourable the Provincial Secretary, 
the Committee of Council advise that pursuant to the provisions of an Act re- 
specting the Extra-mural Employment of Persons under Sentence, being 11 
George V, Chap. 98, the rules and regulations, a copy of which is hereto 
annexed, be approved and prescribed. 

Certified, 
C. F. BuLmeEr, 
Clerk, Executive Council. 


Proposrep Rutes AND ReaunaTtTions Unprer THE ACT FOR THE Exrra-Muvrab 
EMPLOYMENT OF SENTENCED PERSONS. 


1. The officer to be known as the Commissioner under the Act for the 
Extra-Mural Employment of Sentenced Persons shall investigate and re- 
commend to the Honourable the Provincial Secretary in all cases where an 
application is made for action by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council under 
section 2 of the Act. 

9. In making any recommendation the Commissioner shall submit to 
the Provincial Secretary a memorandum giving all essential facts and reasons 
“or such recommendation. 

8 When the Lieutenant-Governor in Council has authorized, directed 
or sanctioned the employment of any sentenced person on any work or duty 
beyond the limits of any gaol, industrial farm, reformatory or other place of 
safe custody, the Commissioner shall take steps to put this into effect, but in 
no case shall the sentenced person be removed from the limits of the place of 
safe custody until the Commissioner is satisfied, that proper conditions of 
employment, custody and all other conditions in the public interest are 
eae Unless otherwise stipulated in the Order of the Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor in Council and Commissioner or other proper person appointed by him 
shall have the custody of the sentenced person while the latter 1s beyond the 
limits of the gaol, industrial farm, reformatory or other place of safe custody. 
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5. If any sentenced person employed beyond the limits on permit 
from the Lieutenant-Governor in Council disobeys the instructions of the 
Commissioner or in any way in the judgment of the Commissioner acts con- 
trary to the objects of the Order of the Lieutenant-Governor in Council, the 
Commissioner is authorized to take all necessary steps to place the offender 
within the limits of a gaol, industrial farm, reformatory or other place of 
safe custody. The Commissioner may do this either himself or through the 
Provincial or other police or other agent acting in his behalf. 


6. The Commissioner before removing any sentenced person trom the 
limits of any gaol, industrial farm, reformatory or other place of safe custody 
shall notify the Inspector of Prisons, and if the sentenced person is returned 
within the limits the Commissioner shall immediately before or thereafter 
notify the Inspector of Prisons. 


7. The Commissioner is authorized from time to time to place any 
sentenced person who is in his custody on permit, temporarily within the 
limits of any gaol, industrial farm, reformatory, or other place of safe cus- 
tody and to take the said sentenced person outside the limits from time to 
time, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by the Commissioner in carry- 
ing out the objects of the Order-in-Council and in the public interest. 


8. In case of prisoners who are serving sentences for a breach of The 
Ontario Temperance Act the Commissioner shall not make any recommen- 
dation except by and with the approval of the Board of License Com- 
missioners. 


9. The Commissioner shall make an annual report to the Honourable 
the Provincial Secretary, and, if he has received or administered the wages 
or other monies of persons out on permit, he shall include in his report an 
account of all such funds. 


BRAT BER ie yny’’ 


“Mr, Alex. Courian, in Tweedley. No name (237 Manning Ave.) 9 6/12 
doz. Lig. Board of License Commissioners for Ontario, 29 Front St. East. John- 
ston. This was Chas. Zenner’s stuff seized at 238 Manning Ave, where Zenner’s 
sister lived—apt. Blk. Suite 2, ground floor. Receipt received for liquor that 
Sam McCutcheon said was not taken away from place where seized.” 

Fort Frances, Ont., June 21st, 1921. 
Dear Sir:— : 

I beg to report that my case came up before the Assize Court this morn- 
ing and was quickly disposed of. The Court expressed the opinion several 
times that a matter of this trival nature should have been settled by the 
Magistrate. I decided to offer no evidence and did not go into the witness 
box. The Jury brought in the following verdict: 

“We find the accused guilty of Common Assault under extenuating 
circumstances.” . 

T need not comment on this verdict other than to say that the interpre- 
tation put upon it locally is that each of the twelve Jurymen would have 
done as I did under the same circumstances. I am credibly informed that the 
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Jury on the first ballot stood nine to three for complete acquittal, but this 
compromise was arrived at on the ground, as expressed by one Juryman, that 
while I was “technically guilty,” I was “morally innocent.” 

’ The Judge fined me $100.00 which I immediately paid. I am quite will- 


ing at any time to forgive and forget the incident and shake hands with the 
Crown Attorney. 


The publicity given to the matter was not of my seeking but I am as- 
sured that it has not affected in any way public confidence in my ability to 
properly enforce the provisions of the O.T.A. in view of which T ask for my 
re-instatement. 

I am, 
Yours very sincerely, 


In ton Marrer or THE ENFORCEMENT OF THE O.T.A. 


I, Frank Budway, of the City of Toronto, in the County of York, Oper- 
ator, make oath and say as follows: 


Frank Bupway:—lI have been in the employ of the Ontario Govern- 
ment in the Liquor License Department for a period extending over eleven 
years. 

On Nov. 25th, 1921, I was approached by an operator of Mr. Ham- 
mond’s by the name of Norman Cecil Hayes who told me that Mr. Flack had 
a party who wanted to sell some liquor. Mr. Hayes got Flack from the License 
Dept. office who introduced me to Arthur Farney for the object of purchasing 
liquor. Flack, Farney and Hayes all thought that I was not connected with 
the Department at this time as I was on the outside doing special work for 
Provincial Inspector Ayearst. I went and saw Mr. Farney on the morning 
of the 25th at his place of business 112 Broadview Ave. He then told me 
about having this supply of liquor. I told him that I would have to have a 
sample of it to make sure that it ‘was not moonshine whiskey. On Saturday 
26th he phoned my house 2 o’clock and told me if I met him at 3 o’clock at 
the corner of Simcoe and Queen, he would give me the sample I asked for. 
I met him as arranged. He was in company with Flack. He gave the bottle to 
N. C. Hayes, who in turn handed it over to me. I took it to my home and 
immediately communicated with Chief Inspector Ayearst who ordered me to 
proceed with the case as far as they wanted me to. On Monday, the 28th, I 
phoned Farney telling him that the whiskey was moonshine. He asked me to 
come to his place of business at 2 o’clock in the afternoon as he had some 
other stuff. I went to his place. While there he gave me a sample of Trish 
whiskey. He asked me if I would like to buy some gin and I told him I would. 
He took me to Wm. Lyons at 122 Eastern Ave. where I got a bottle of gin as 
John De Kuypers and paid Lyons $7.00 for the bottle. I then made arrange- 
‘ments with Farney to bring 15 cases of the Scotch whiskey to my house at 
10.30 that night. I then reported to Chief Inspector Ayearst in Naito. to 
what had happened. He sent two provincial constables to, my house at 277 
Silverbirch Ave. They arrived about 7.30. Provincial Constable Bas and 
Provincial Constable Baugh. That was on the 28th. At 9.40 p.m. Mr. Farney 
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eame to my house and told me that the liquor would be delivered at 10.15. At 
10.15 the liquor came to my house. W. Palmer came to the door and said that 
all he got was 14 cases of Scotch whiskey. I told him to bring it in and he did. 
The arrangements were that after the delivery of the first case to me at my 
house, I was to pay the money which was $570. Walter Samler, 30 Bright St., 
was in charge of the truck which had the liquor. He brought in a bag con- 
sisting of 2 doz. bottles of Scotch whiskey. Provincial Officer Baugh, who was 
in the kitchen, came in and arrested him. The liquor was then all placed in 
my house over night. Walter Samler, Palmer and Farney were all locked 
up on a charge of B.O.T.A. in No 10 Police Station. We then searched Wm. 
Lyons place at 122 Eastern Ave. and placed him under arrest on a charge 
of selling liquor. We found in his place 6 doz. McCaul’s Scotch whiskey, 22 
bottles John De Kuypers Gin. Arthur Farney told me that Flack had told him 
that I was the right man to get in with to sell the liquor as I knew all the boot- 
leggers. He said he wanted to drop Flack as he had to pay him $2.50 on each 
case he sold. 


Flack is a chauffeur for Mr. Hammond, Provincial Officer for the On- 
tario License Board. 


While waiting for liquor to be delivered by Farney Prov. Officers Baugh, 
Smythe and myself drank two bottles of gin. When the said Provincial Ofh- 
cers left my house they took with them each a bottle of Scotch whiskey, being 
part of the lot that we had seized. 


That Norman ©. Hays, one of the operators, was charged with being 
drunk and raising a disturbance in the basement of 46 Richmond St. West. 
Leslie Truebell was also drunk with Hays. I reported this matter in writing 
to Inspector Ayearst who took the matter up with General Elliott. 


Trubell was not discharged and is still in the employ of the Government. 
Declared before me at the City 
of Toronto, in the County of 
York, this 4th day of April, 


1922. 
A Commassioner, etc, 
(Sed.) Franx Wm. Bupway. 


ONTARIO, Tur INFORMATION OF 
County of York, Edward H. Lewis, 
Crry oF ToronTo, of the City of Toronto, License Inspector, 
Loy Wirt: | 


laid before me, George Taylor Denison, Esquire, Police Magistrate in and 
for the said City of Toronto. The twenty-eighth day of November in the 
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and eighteen. 

The said informant says he is informed and believes that Nathan Slavin on 
the twenty-seventh day of November in the vear of our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and eighteen at the City of Toronto, in the County of York. 
unlawfully did have liquor in a place other than the private dwelling house 
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a meet he resides, to wit in a garage at the rear of No. 43, Brookfield 
reet. . 


Laid and signed before me the day and year, and 
at the place first above mentioned. 


G. T. D. EK. H. Lewis. 
Police Magistrate. 
28th Nov. 1918. 
Remanded to 5th December. é 
Defendant pleads guilty. Fined $1,000 and costs, 6 months in the Tor- 
onto Municipal Farm for Men. 


Ep Wipe By 
ONTARIO, Tur INFORMATION OF 
County of York, Robert Gregory, 
City oF Toronto, of the City of Toronto, Staff Inspector, 
To Wir: 


laid before Police Magistrate in and for the said City of Toronto, the 21st 
day of December in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
Twenty-one. 

1. The said informant says he is informed and believes that Nathan Slavin 
on the 19th day of December in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hun- 
dred and twenty-one at the City of Toronto, in the County of York, unlaw- 
fully did keep liquor for sale or disposal contrary to the Ontario Temperance 
Act without the license therefor by law required. 

2. And further that the said Nathan Slavin was previously, to wit, on the 
5th day of December in the year one thousand nine hundred and eighteen at 
the City of Toronto, before George Taylor Denison, Esquire, Police Magis- 
trate in and for the said City of Toronto, duly convicted of having on the 
98th day of November in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and eighteen at the City of Toronto, in the County of York unlawfully had 
liquor in other than his private dwelling in which he resided, to wit in a 
earage rear of 43 Brookfield St., contrary to the Ontario Temperance Act. 
And the informant says the offence hereinbefore firstly charged against the 
said Nathan Slavin is his second offence against the Ontario Temperance Act. 
Laid and signed before me the day and year, and 

at the place first above mentioned, 

(Sgd.) J. Coney, (Sgd.) Rost. Grecory. 
Police Magistrate. 
22nd of December 1921. 
‘Adjourned to 29th. inst. 
a ati pleads not guilty. Evidence was taken in shorthand by Walter 


L. Breckell, Court Reporter. . 
Mr. R. H. Greer consents under Section 70 to an order of destruction. 


Discharged. (Sed.) J. E. Jonzs. 
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This is to certify that I, the undersigned Analyst, appointed by the 
Ontario Government, received on the 21st day of December A.D. 1921, a 
sample of liquor contained in a bottle properly and securely sealed with an 
official seal No. A 3269 which was unbroken when I received the same, and 
to the said bottle there was attached a label, a true copy of which is shown 
in the schedule hereunder written marked A. 

The contents of the said bottle were duly analyzed by me on the 22nd 
day of December 1921 and I certify that the same contained 63.60 per cent. 
of proof spirits. I further certify that the laboratory No. of said sample 
is 408384. 

(Sgd.) R. Rex, (Sgd.) W. L. Pratt, 
Witness. Government Analyst. 
Schedule “A” referred to above. 
Liquor for Analysis. 
Name and Address of person from whom liquor was seized. 
Nathan Slavin, 48 Brookfield. 
Date of seizure, 19th Dec. 1921 
By whom seized, P.C.’s Reid and O’ Driscoll. 
Inspector sign here 


Enter figure number of 
seal here, No. A. 3269. 


Oo: 6 6) 60 6 B16 @ E'S '6. OF €. 0 8 (6.8 Te ‘O2'@, Oe 10 


Post Office Address 


ONTARIO, Tue INFORMATION OF 
County of York, Alex. Coorian, 
Ciry oF Toronto, of the City of Toronto, 

To Wir: 


laid before me J. Cohen, Esquire, Police Magistrate in and for the said 
City of Toronto, the nineteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and twenty. 

The said informant says he is informed and believes, that Annie Slavin 
on the Seventeenth day of October in the year of our Lord one Thousand 
nine hundred and twenty at the City of Toronto in the County of York, 
unlawfully did sell liquor, contrary to the provisions of the Ontario Tem- 
perance Act, without the license therefor by law required. 

Laid and signed before me the day and year, and 
at the place first above mentioned. AurEx. Coorian. 
J. COHEN, ; 
Police Magistrate. 
19th October, 1920. 
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Adjourned to 26th instant, 2nd November, 1920. 

Defendant being called fails to appear. 

Warrant to issue. 

3.11.20. Adjourned till 9th inst. Nov. 9th, 1920. 

Defendant pleads not guilty. / 
: panne re pee ih Be a te believe Deft. lives on Sullivan Street, 
Ble vss bilvnelisc ) “i a leve it was the day before Thanksgiving 
SU . in and asked for a bottle of whiskey. I can’t say 
which one, I don’t think I would recognize her again. I saw her outline. I 
couldn’t distinguish her face. It was dark in the passage. I asked for a 
bottle and she came back and handed me a bottle. It is the shape of this 
bottle. I put it in my pocket. I gave the person $6.00 for the bottle. I 
came out of the house. I walked down the street and was stopped by an 
officer. I walked back with him into an automobile and we later went to 26 
Sullivan St. I was asked to identify Deft. there. I couldn’t. I believe the 
woman whoever it was walked to the door. She did walk to the door. She 
opened the door. I can’t say she went right out. The only conversation I 
had was asking for a bottle. I couldn’t remember how she was dressed. It 
was about six o’clock, I went for the liquor because I knew that the bottle. I 
was not paid or sent. by the Liquor Department. I was in the house once be- 
fore during Race Week at Thorncliffe. I believe there were several people 
in the house when I went there before. I don’t know of a charge over me. 
There is no arrangement made as to my evidence. I am here to give my evi- 
dence. I saw Deft. in the house afterwards. I did not see any other woman 
in the house this time. There were a number of women the first time I went 
there. I cannot recognize the woman as the woman who showed it to me. 
There was a person sat on the steps, she was not fully dressed. I went by. 
with Mr. Ayearst and we met Deft. I don’t know about others in the house. 
I did not see a man about. 
Sworn before me, 


JAMES EDWARD JONES. 
(Sed.) R. B. Watsx. 


Arex. Courtan, sworn states: I arrested last witness on 17th October 
on Sullivan Street. This is the bottle he had in his possession, I asked him where 
he got it. As a consequence of the conversation, we walked to the motor car 
at Beverley and Sullivan St. I took him to Mr. Ayearst and we three went to 
96 Sullivan St. We saw Deft. there. The door was opened I believe by the 
Defendant. I produced this bottle and asked her if she had sold it to last wit- 
ness. She said no and she was excited. She recognized the man. She said 
I did not sell that bottle to you, I gave it to you. At first last witness did not 
recognize her and we went to a well lighted room, and he said, I believe this is 
the woman. Deft. said I did not take money for the bottle. The man said I 
paid her. Deft. said she would never do it again if the thing was settled. We 
found three other bottles same brand, we found them upstairs, she produced 
them. We looked around and could not find other than three bottles. The 
other lady was sitting on the verandah. An elderly lady, she had no hat on. 
There were children besides, we were through the ground floor, I just went in 
to see her husband and found him lying in the bed, T am attached to the de- 
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fendant as a special officer. Deft. has 2 or 3 children of her own. The man 
identified the woman, the first time he did not and then later in the kitchen he 
said yes, I believe this 4 is the woman. Deft. did not say she gave a bottle to any- 
one else. She admitted giving the bottle and finally she said she would not do 
it again, if we gave her another chance. She said I will never sell again, my 
husband is sick, I have not enough to pay a fine. Deft. was not very excited, 
she was quieted down by the time she was talking. I did not do very ancl 
business. If you will give me another chance I Sill never do it again. I saw 
last witness go in baa come out of the house. Just before he came out of the 
house, Mrs. Sia came to the door and looked out up the street. Then the 
man came out, and I got him. 

Sworn before me, 

JamMES Epwarp Jones. 
(Sed.) Arex. CouRIan. 


Jonn A. Aynarst, sworn, states: I saw first witness go into the 26 
Sullivan St. I saw the lady sitting outside and he went in. I saw Mrs. Slavin 
in the house when I went in. She appeared after I got in. I had seen Mrs. 
Slavin go up the street and come back with a shawl under her arm in a bundle. 
First witness was sitting in the auto when I got there. He produced this bottle 
and we marked it and put our initials on it, we drove back to the house and 
walked in. The auto was part a block away. It was out ten minutes after first 
witness was got. Mrs. Slavin came to us in the kitchen. Deft, said to first. wit- 
ness, I did not sell you the bottle, I gave it to you. First witness said, I paid. 
Later Mrs. Slavin said give me a chance, if you let me go this time I will never 
sell any more. I told her I couldn’t do that, we started to look into the dining 
room, I asked her if she had any more and she said she would give us every- 
thing she had, 2 bottles were the same as this and a bottle of gin. I have them 
in a suit case that Deft. lent me. I found another gin bottle in the kitchen, 
there was a little in it as she said her husband used it for kidney trouble. We 
left it. When first witness by himself it was 5.12. I am a Provincial Officer 
sworn in, Courian is also a Provincial Officer sworn in, we walked right in. Deft. 
heard us and came to us. Deft. did not recognize me but she recognized the 
other two. I don’t know that an officer went in to get a bottle and failed. I 
think Mrs. Slavin was upstairs when we went in. We had no search warrant. 
We went in without asking owners permission. I told first witness he was 
liable to having liquor in any unlawful place. He did not refuse to recognize 
the woman. He said it looks like the woman who sold it and then she said, I 
did not sell it. I gave it to you. Deft. was not so excited that she knew what 
she was saying. She pleaded to be let off, I have no recollection of her saying 
you have no case against me, and you should not prosecute me, and she said 
don’t prosecute me. There was a charge against first witness. 

Sworn before me, 
JamMES Epwarp JONES. 
(Sed.) Joun AyEarst. 


ANNIE SLAVIN sworn states: I am 25 years old, married, and have three 
children. I am sick, I got out of bed to come here. My husband has kidney 
trouble. He took a little gin once in a while. I had three and a half bottles of 
liquor in the house, two bottles of Scotch, one and a half bottles of gin. There 
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is a widow in the back in one room and the woman in front with her husband. 
I was upstairs near my husband’s bed when officers came in. 1 heard them and 
came down stairs. They tried to make first witness say something. This was 
in the dining room. He said I don’t know that woman. I thought that they had 
got my brother-in-law with the bottle and said I gave it to him. I did not ad- 
mit having sold it. I said to Mr. Ayearst, you having nothing on me. I have 
given away a bottle, don’t prosecute me. I never saw first witness before he 
came in with the officers, [ don’t know anything about anyone selling any bottle 
of liquor, there might have been one bottle disappear between 4 and 6 bottles. I 
don’t know if anything disappeared between 4 and 6 o’clock. My brother-in-law 
had been there. The other people were in the house. I heard them. The woman 
on the verandah was the widow in the back room. At first I thought first witness 
was my brother-in-law. I did tell the officers I gave the bottle to this man and 
in the kitchen I found he was not my brother-in-law. I did not say first witness 
had been there three or four times with a friend and that. I knew him. I have 
never seen liquor coming into the other people’s rooms. I nursed my husband. 


Sworn before me, 
JamMES EDWARD JONES. 


(Sed.) Anniz SLAVIN. 


Jack Siavin sworn states: I live at 26 Sullivan St. The last year I had 
kidney trouble, I was in bed two weeks on the 17th Oct. My wife was nursing me, 
we have three children, nine five and two and half years. When the officers came 
in my wife was sitting beside me. The officers did not come up to speak to 
me about it. I knew nothing about the liquor in the house. My brother-in-law 
had been there and had been to see me. Courian had not seen me before they 
took the three bottles. Afterwards Courian came back to see. My wife told 
me what they took away. There is a couple living in the front room and a 
woman at the back. The woman who lives in front was a heavier woman than 
my wife. 

Sworn before me, 
JamMES Epwarp JONES. 


(Sgd.) J. SLAvIn. 


Max Lonpon, sworn, states: I am brother-in-law of Deft. On the 17th of 
Oct. I was at 26 Sullivan St. I had a cold myself. I asked my brother-in-law 
if he had a bottle of whiskey for my cold and Deft. gave me a bottle of whiskey. 
I came in the afternoon. I had my overcoat on. I was about one and a half or 
two hours in the house. I did not see any other person in the house. 


Sworn before me, 


JAMES Epwarp JONES. 
(Sgd.) Max Lonpow. 


Ratpu Wetsu re-called: I was up before the court and pleaded guilty. 
No one knew anything about the case. I did not pay a fine. I believe Deft. said 
she gave it to me. I did not hear her make any admission that she had sold me 
a bottle. It was said in the kitchen. Every room was dark but the kitchen, 
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the gas was lit. In the kitchen she said she gave it to me. Inspector Ayearst 
had conversation with defendant when I was not there. 


Sworn before me, 
JAMES Epwarp JONES. 
(Sgd.) R. B. Wexsu. 
First witness: I never sold it to you, I gave it to you. She said he had 
been there two or three times with another friend. 
Sworn before me, 
JAMES EpwarRD JONES. 
(Sed.) Joun A. AvzEarst. 


Fined $200 and costs or 3 months in The Toronto Municipal Farm for 
Women. 


JAMES EDWARD JONES. 


XAT BIT Dl 
Ontario, County of York, 
City of Toronto, 
To Wit: 


The Information of David McKinney, Act. Staff Inspector of the City of 
Toronto, laid before me, P.V. Exz1s, Esquire, Police Magistrate in and for the 
said City of Toronto, the 14th day of August in the year of our Lord one thous- 
and and twenty. The said informant says he is informed and believes, that Fanny 
Slavin on the 18th day of August in the year of our Lord one thousand and 
nine hundred and Twenty at the City of Toronto, in the County of York, un- 
lawfully did keep liquor for sale at 48 Brookfield without the License therefor 
by law required, contrary to the Ontario Temperance Act. 
Laid and signed before 
me on the day and 
year, at the place first 
above mentioned, — 

P. V. Exurs, Police Magistrate. 
(Sed.) D. McKinney. 

August 14th, 1920. 

Remanded to 20th inst., 27th Aug. 

Defendant pleads not guilty. 


Wan. Hurcurnson, sworn, states: 13th Aug. 3.45 p.m. at 43 Brookfield 
Ave. I searched the premises for liquor. Deft. was in charge of the house. I met 
a man there, he admitted in her presence trying to buy whiskey. I found a 
parcel containing 3 bottles of whiskey, the bottle produced igs one that was in 
the parcel. She denied ever seeing the man before. 

W. Hurcurinson, 


J. Conrmn, P.M 


Wan. Wuit Ley, sworn, states: I called at 48 Brookfield Ave. on 18th 
Aug. in the afternoon and saw Hutchinson and another gentleman and the 
Deft. I asked her if she got her car fixed. I said the magneto and she said it 
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ea eee Hutchinson asked me in Defendant’s presence if I had bought any 
iar said I had. I had drinks previously. I paid fifty cents and forty cents 
daa oe Bip ct nerd ae there over a dozen times. The Police was there 
. 1 did not buy any drinks when the Police | 
and bought drinks in last thirty days. a erin ouRsan °° 
Sworn before me, 


J. Conen, P.M. 
(Sgd.) Wu. Wuit.ey. 


Fanny Suavin, sworn states: I live at 43 Brookfield and I had 3 bottles 
of liquor, 2 men came in looking for a still. They searched till they found the 
3 bottles of liquor, I said I bought it at Montreal, the house was not convicted. 
I saw Whitley the day before to rent a garage, he never bought a drink from 
me in his life, he never mentioned a drink to me. 
Sworn before me, 

J) Conn, :P JM: 
(Sgd.) Fanny Siavin. 


Mary RosENsWEIG, sworn, states: I never seen Whitley buy any liquor. 
Mrs. Slavin never sold any liquor. 
Sworn before me, 
voLonEN, P.M, 
(Sgd.) Mary Her mark: X Rosrnswete. 

Adjourned till called on. J. Conen, P.M. 
Canada, Province of Ontario, 

County of York, 
City of Toronto, 
To wit: 

Be it remembered that on the 13th day of August in the year of our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and twenty Fanny Slavin, 48 Brookfield St., 
housewife, Ethel Brofsky, 52 Brookfield St., housewife, personally came and 
appeared before me, the undersigned Jamus Fenwick, police sergeant in and 
for the said city, and severally acknowledged themselves to owe to our Sover- 
eign Lord the King, the several sums following, that is to say: the said Fanny 
Slavin the sum of Four hundred dollars, the said Ethel Brofsky the sum of Four 
hundred dollars, of good and lawful current money of Canada, to be made 
and levied of their several goods and chattels, lands and tenements respectively, 
to the use of our said Lord the King, his heirs and successors, if she the said 
Fanny Slavin fails in the condition hereunder written. 

Taken and acknowledged, 
the day and year first above 
mentioned at the said City 


of Toronto, before me, 
(Sgd.) James Frenwicx, 


Police Sergt. 


‘The condition of the within written recognizance is such that if the said 
Fanny Slavin personally appears at the Police Court, in the City of Toronto, on 
Saturday the 14th day of August in the year of our Lord one thousand nine 


984 APPENDIX No. 2. 1922 





hundred and twenty at the hour of ten o’clock a.m., before me or such Justices 
of the Peace for the said City of Toronto, as shall then be there, to answer 
further to the information exhibited, and further to be dealt with according 
to law, then said recognizance to be void otherwise to remain in full force and 
virtue. 

B.O.T.A. Renewed till 27th inst. 
Canada, Province of Ontario, 

County of York, 

City of Toronto, 
To wit: 


D. McKinney, Inspector of the City of Toronto, taken on oath before me, 
R. E. Kryesrorp, Esquire, Police Magistrate in and for the said City, the 
14th day of April in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty. The said Informant upon Oath ‘saith he is informed and believes that 
Fanny Slavin on the 31st day of March in the year of our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty at the City of Toronto, in the County of York, did 
contrary to law have liquor in a place which had ceased to be a private 
dwelling, 43 Brookfield Ave., contrary to the Ontario Temperance Act, in such 
case made and provided. 

Complainant prays that justice be done in the premises. 





Sworn before me, 
on the day and year 
first above mentioned, 
R. E. Kiyasrorp, P.M. 
: (Sgd.) D. McKryyey, 
Complainant. 
Defendant pleads not guilty. 
14th April, 1920. 


James Kenney: On 31st. March JI watched 43 Brookfield Street. I 
found a man coming out of the house and I found a bottle on the man. I did not 
take the man back. Defendant said she had not sold any liquor to any person. I 
searched the house and found 3 bottles of liquor. I don’t know how long the 
woman was living there, she was there in 1918. Mr. Slavin was the owner of the 
house. 


Sworn before me, 
R. E. Kiyesrorp, P.M. 
(Sgd.) James R. Kenney. 


P.C. Jno. O’Driscoty, sworn, states: On day in question 31st March 
asked Deft. if she had any more hquor than the 2 bottles. I searched the house 
and found the bottle of Scotch whiskey under the floor where there were 


potatoes; she said it cost. six dollars in Montreal. Defendant went to the pantry 
and brought 2 bottles of G. & 'W. whiskey. 
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Examine : s | 
< ea mined by Mr. Heyp, Sr.: I know the defendant is wife of Nathan 


Sworn before me, 
R. E. Kinasrorp, P.M. 
(Sgd.) Jouw O’Drisco.t. 
Me peae R. E. Kinesrorp, P.M. 


Canada, Province of Ontario, 
County of York, 
# City of Toronto, 


To wit: 
‘ The Information and complaint of D. McKinney, Inspector of the City of 
Toronto taken on oath before me R. E. Kingsford, Esquire, Police Magistrate 
in and the said City, the 14th day of April in the year of our Lord one thous- 
and nine hundred and twenty. 

The said Informant upon Oath saith he is informed and believes that 
Fanny Slavin on the 31st day of March in the year of our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and twenty, at the City of Toronto, in the County of York did, 
contrary to law, have liquor in a place which had ceased to be a private dwel- 
ling, 43 Brookfield Ave., contrary to the Ontario Temperance Act, in such case 
made and provided. 

Complainant prays that justice be done in the premises. 


Sworn before me, 


on the day and year 
first above mentioned, 


R. E. Kinesrorp, P.M. 
(Sgd.) D. McKinney, 


Complainant. 


Defendant pleads not guilty. 
14th. April, 1920. 

On March 31st I watched 43 Brookfield Street. I found 
the house and I found a bottle on the man. I did not take 
dant said she had not sold any liquor to any person. dt 
bottles of liquor. I don’t know how long the 
there in 1918. Mr. Slavin was the owner of 


James KENNEY: 
a man coming out of 
the man back. Defen 
searched the house and found 3 
woman was living there. She was 


the house. 
Sworn before me, 
R. E. KinesForD, P.M. 
, (Sed.) James R. Kenvey. 


- On day in question 31st March I asked 
han the two bottles. I searched the house 
key under the floor where there were 


P.C. O’Driscott, sworn, states 
Deft. if she had any more liquor f 
and found the bottle of Scotch whis 
potatoes. She said it cost six dollars. 
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MEDICAL PRACTITIONER ‘‘PATIENT”’ 


Requisition for Liquor CENSORED 
by Medical Practitioner 
®@ BY sigs thes. pe ese 
Ontario Government 
PRICE ss: 


Dispensaries EY No. 2962 


Office Hours: 9 a. m. until 4 p. m. 
Saturdays, 9 a.m. until 1 p. m. noon 


EVGA SEE CURRIES) 53 HA epee a eons S November 24th...--..-1921__--...- 


CITY, TOWN OR VILLAGE DATE 
Required tor Mi ee TT. Ho Lennoe so By Ee ae 
NAME 
Dane Se hon RN ee TOrONtOS oho ea LS YT ey a ee 
. ADDRESS OCCUPATION 
ee a ee es eee a One Dozen Quart Bottles of Ale..-----------------+---+---<--15-*-- 


QUANTITY AND KIND OF LIQUOR WANTED 
for medical purposes only, for the patient named, 
I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity 
necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered. 


NOTE—Not more than one quartof wine — . R. F. Preston, M D 
DOCTOR'S NAME 


or spirits can be prescribed at one time. : 
wagtie ap auth more than twelve bostles 
oO e, Beer or Porter at any one time. 
Sie Ter CR MTT eI TT ae oe ce eae Carleton Place 


No Requisition will be filled unless properly made out. 
Received by-------- TL Arnau es... 


MEDICAL PRACTITIONER ‘‘PATIENT”’ GD No. 6003 





ONTARIO GOVERNMENT DISPENSARIES CENSORED 


Office Hours: 9a. m. to 4p. m. Saturdays, 9a.m. tol p.m. ES Viteeeo eee INT tc seke 
paths raat a Stouffville........-......--..-.November 24..-....1921... | PRICE....4.00 -..- 
PHYSICIAN'S ADDRESS DATE 
Required for Mr...........-..--..-- A sLennot.... un saat Lawyer icin ct roles, prea 
PATIENT'S NAME OCCUPATION 
Sia eel dda 8 Lumsden Buitding? 222.8. DIST of6nioRUOG. 30. laos 
STREET ADDRESS OR LOT CITY, TOWN, VILLAGE OR CONCESSION 


-...One Quart of Whiskey-...for medical purposes only, for the patient named. 
QUANTITY AND KIND OF LIQUOR REQUIRED 


I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity 
necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered. 


NOTE—Not more than one quart of wine 

or spirits can be prescribed at one time, = 7 S. S. Ball, M.B bibs cep aeer hata 
Sec. 51, (A2), nor more than twelve quarts DOCTOR'S SIGNATURE 

of Ale, Beer or Porter or the equivalent, ri 

at one time, Sec. 51, (Al). Received by_________... Hit. Arnoide a. ie 


No Requisition will be filled unless properly made out. 
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MEDICAL -PRACTITIONER ‘‘PATIENT”’ GD No. 6004 
ee e 
ONTARIO GOVERNMENT DISPENSARIES CENSORED 
Office Hours: 9 a.m.to4p.m. Saturdays, 9 a.m. to 1 p.m. BYieb As ANTES 
1,7 Ue stout ville...c 2c et et. 
sera ADDRESS eee aba Hi, dees deatesae es 
Beauired for, My.....-2...2.--2:.... Clifford Case.......- 5 aes Barristers!.22 
PATIENT’S NAME OCCUPATION. «kin patton oe taiee 
CE eee TG Ua pensiliy Ave. th: iawn.) Toronto... 
STREET ADDRESS OR LOT CITY, TOWN, VILLAGE OR Socio ieee ne 


-.--One Dozen Quarts of Ale....for medi 
2 ----fOr medi i 
pom ee 5 One Gl eS a dical purposes only, for the patient named. 


I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity 
necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered. 


NOTE—Not more than one quart of wine 

or spirits can be prescribed at one time, = ~""""""""" 77777777 >> S : S : Ball, M B athe al tet rds - 

Sec. 51, (A2), nor more than twelve quarts DOCTOR'S SIGNATURE 

of Ale, Beer or Porter or the equivalent, I 

at one time, Sec. 51, (Al). tite! Received by______:_....B, Middleton..-....- 
ces No Requisition will be filled unless properly made out. 





MEDICAL PRACTITIONER ‘‘PATIENT”’ 


Requisition for Liquor CENSORED 
by Medical Practitioner 


Ontario Government 
Dispensaries EY No. 2985 


Office Hours: 9 a. m. until 4 p. m. 
Saturdays, 9 a. m. until 1 p. m. noon 





CITY, TOWN OR VILLAGE DATE 
Required for M..-------------------------- DP. i, Le@nnon.---------2------2seeen nonsense 
NAME 
_ . eee POP OEO reo rca to cee scans osee =e oe EOL SUT te ee 
ADDRESS OCCUPATION 
Meee ODI OCs EN OOS f One-Quart ‘of “Whiskey. 1. .20 0 OAe Ba 


QUANTITY AND KIND OF LIQUOR WANTED 


for medical purposes only, for the patient named. 


I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity 
necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered. 


NOTE—Not more than one quartof wine eee R. F. Prest on, MiDisacaiae ae 
or spirits can be prescibed at one time. Le iheaer Moe! 

Sec. 51, (A2), nor more than twelve bottles 

of Ale, Beer or Porter at any one time. ____.______.--------- Carleton Place.-.............. 


Sec. 51, (Al). 


- No Requisitions will be filled unless properly made out. 
‘ Received by--------Jas. T. Kemp-.------ 


ADDRESS 
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MEDICAL PRACTITIONER “PATIENT”? 


Requisition for Liquor 
by Medical Practitioner 


Ontario Government 
Dispensaries EY No. 2946 


Office Hours: 9 a. m. until 4 p. m. 
Saturdays, 9 a. m. until 1 p. m. noon 


CENSORED 





CITY, TOWN OR VILLAGE DATE 
Required for M_..-----..------------------ T. H. Lennow..-.------------------20000-200 00220 - : 
NAME 
Se) Becerra Ob Bor orloncos Mie .t cek te eee aey A GYNISERT, ~<a 5 - see : 
ADDRESS OCCUPATION 


sh i. aie aS i One Quart of Whiskey-------------------------------------7-7 


QUANTITY AND AND KIND OF LIQUOR WANTED 


for medical purposes only, for the patient named. 
I certify that the amount of liquor hereby prescribed is the minimum quantity 
necessary for the patient for whom it is ordered. 


cect e acer garage R. F. Preston, M.D..--------------- 


NOTE—Not more than one quart of wine 


or spirits can be prescribed at one time. ; 
Seat 2), nor spare than twelve bottles DOCTOR’S NAME 
o e, Beer or Porter at any one time. _____.________...-------Carleton I lace--------------- ‘s 
STATE aC ta oe a ce a Carleton Place 
ADDRESS 
No Requisition will be filled unless properly made out. 
Received by---:----C. K. Case------------ 





Statement of Samurt Smrru, Ex-Provincial Officer, made May 22, 1922: 

The day we went to Hamilton, I believe it was on the 30th or 31st of Aug- 
ust. We attended to the Court in Toronto and after lunch we proceeded to Hamil- 
ton and the marked money was given to operator Wiles and he entered the 
house. I allowed him a limited time to purchase and then I raided the place. To 
the best of my recollection I was the first officer in. I told the woman to sit 
down in the chair where the operators were sitting around the table. I believe 
the money was produced on the table and it corresponded with my book and 
with Mr. Jeffrey’s book which I previously gave to the operator. Then this 
woman Mrs. Friar was placed under arrest by me. She asked permission to: 
go to the street and fetch her little children before we took her to the station. 
Permission was given her, I went with her, the front door being opened and 
as soon as she got on to the side-walk she ran clean up the side-walk and 
screamed something in foreign tongue after which there was an awful crowd 
cvathered and I saw with my own eyes several knives flashing. I at once seized her 
by the right arm, left hand on the wrist and right hand on the triceps. I ran 
her back down the side-walk and put her in the car pretty quick. Mr. Jeffery 
also jumped into the car and there was a crowd then of about 100 people 
eathered in that short space of time. I told the driver then to drive straight 
cn and never mind the crowd. I was afraid that they might board the car. 
She was violent on the way to the station. When we got to the station she was. 
taken out of the and there charged by Mr. Jeffery. The woman was not 
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dragged out of the car nor she was not roughly treated. She got out of the 
car of her own accord and by the assistance of Mr. J effery and myself. Jeff: 
ery had one arm and I had the other. The woman was not searched by 
Jeffery, myself, or any of the other Provincial Officers. Tt is contrary to our 
instructions and our custom to search women prisoners. Mr. Jeffery ‘was not 
drunk nor under the influence of liquor during any of these proceedings nor 
had he had any liquor to drink unless perhaps he may have tasted some in the 
house of Mrs. Friar. I do not believe he did taste it. The next morning when 
the woman was brought before the Police Magistrate, the Police Magistrate 
and the Court officers were indignant and the Police Magistrate asked why we 
should get a warrant from an outside Magistrate for use in Hamilton. Mr. 
Jeffery told him that if we had got the warrant here (Hamilton) we would 
never have made an arrest. 


Money used at Mrs. Friar’s house was part of the following: 


(Dom. of Canada) 
$1.00 Letter N. 871934-C 


1.00. M. 969550-C-Dd 

1.00 ee 481058-C-Co 

2.00 De LOTS TOA 

2.00 L. -9488138-D 

2.00 L. 3885365-B 

5.00 167175-C Standard Bank 
5.00 1389871-C Standard Bank 


I was with the City “Flying Squad” for a few days and then I engaged 
with Mr. Hammond from the 10th Nov. 1921 to the 2nd Feb, 1922 when I 
resigned of my own free will. I was in the army about 19 years altogether. I 
enlisted in 1914 in the C.E.F. and served until 1919, was honourably 
discharged with rank of Sgt. and was acting as Drill Instructor, 200 Sher- 


bourne St., Toronto. 
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THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT Claim 


APPENDIX No. 2. 


ONTARIO 


a 


--~---ee 


DOCTOR’S ACCOUNT 


Required to be filled out and ITEMIZED IN F ULL and sent WITHOUT FURTHER REQUEST to The 
Workmen's Compensation Board at time mentioned on other side of this Form. 








Name of Workman 


Date of Ac 


f X-Ray Examination, by whom? 


Name of Ho 


cident 


spital, if any used 


ee ry 


ee 











If anesthetized, by whom? _____..._.... 002-2222 22-222 e eee Address.f.f5 O11. DIO} FRM 
If assistant Physician necessary, give mame_____.._______.....---_-.--- RAGreSS 7 eel eee 
f Specialist treatment necessary, give name.____._.............-- if: 32 Addresssaii Vanoan. 27: 
If special Nurse necessary, give mame_____..............--2.------------- Address:....7 5 eee 
¥ yee ae Fe Serena NATURE OF ATTENDANCE : FEE : 


es 


= eee - eww ewe ee ee ee eee ee 





ee ee 


we ew + et ee ee eee ee ee eee 


ee ee ee er 





If disability is less than 7 days, state the nature, extent 
( and region of injury. 





a ee ee er 


wee eee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee eee eee 


eee we ec ee ee eo we ee we ee ee ee ee He eee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


ane we ew ew ee ee ee ee a ew eee ee ee eee wwe eee ee He ee ee 


wee ee ee ee eo ee ee ee ee ewe = oe a  -  e  e ee 


aa ee oe en ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eH ee eee ee eee 


peewee eww eee ee ee ee ewe eee ee a ee ee ee ee eee eee 


we ee ee ewww we 5 on we we ew ee i eee oH eee ee ee eee eee sae 


- eee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee we we ee eer eee 

















I DECLARE that the above are correct particulars of services personally rendered by me, 
that the fees are not more than would be properly and reasonably charged to the workman 
if himself paying the bill, and that I have received no payment therefor (except as above stated) 


Dated this 


The above services were rendered at the request 


Address 


Perret? Ce eee ee 


. Signature 


MOT SPO Ue aL). ile, te ene eee 


AMPUTATIONS including subsequent attention 


RrpmenOEtoc, Oneg lek ye 

Each additional finger or 08 RSS ee yk So 

Metacarpal or Metatarsal, one... «=~. I5 00 

Each additional Metacarpal or Metatarsal. . 5 00 

oalerOrearm Or wrists 2.) 40 00 

Shoulder (Disarticulation)).. 24 eer el 75 00 

Hip Feeicarucilation) ee dull. co er lee 75 00 
TE RRA ac OFS ahaa 60 00 

Leg, ankle joint, or foot (Larstts)er wee oe 40 00 

_ FRACTURES including subsequent attention 
Bee eT ROMS A str cyl pi Pe tee $ 5 00 





WR At Meta dwn eay aM Lo 7, AL le 5 00 
Metacarpal, two! or more. ! 20s 10 00 
Mucinenary Una so ty a as 20 00 
JREKCERESE eve E LOD ee eepeneln Naima MR eee Ee Tie 25 00 
Lo Ubbeny=) dv CH AMA Deine es MUMEN aia Big let eh dye dee Bineeh 25 00 
MOeNOMeOrmMore | 2s-.h ahi) ee Oe ea Io 00 
Metatarsal, one or more___________________. IO 00 
Meas I ee) U2? ac ae aR OR Core 30 00 
Bepeie- 2: ULL AN ie Ee os 20 00 
rpiavandyhibula co oie. i 2g is 40 00 
LOSSCe a pe AS OT PG ONS st BO ia a A 50 00 
EAN ee eA ae a Ey CT Pa 20 00 
WMalar-and ‘Nasal ‘Bonese. 21) 208) be) od IO 00 
ClENFTS IS 0 SENG Shea Be Oe ay Se anor I5 00 
SCapUlamere eaten eee I5 00 
Ribs) OnesOM More set coins Yuet ye des So ou 00 
IDA C Ta mrrenierer ie wt eeB ys cantied tee $20 00 to $40 00 
Pelvishhyeyges, cee. Sts erie A $10 00 to $40 00 


Increased fees may be allowed according to the cir- 
cumstances for multiple, compound, or complicated 
fractures. 


DISLOCATION including subsequent attention 


BT. 
32. 


33- 


34. 
35- 
36. 
37- 
38. 
39- 
40. 
41. 
42. 
33- 
44. 


Fingers or toes, one or more.............. $ 5 00 
Metatarsal or Metacarpal, one or mcre.... 5 00 
Witdstes bes ree, SR Bega a Sa Re! kt IO 00 
BDO Warmer i tiers fe) enon ees Set ey ene I5 00 
SHOU erie et hee <2 cS Ran ant cree ne I5 00 
Clawic leo ernie a 0 ORR Shee os Te ss IO 00 
Ci ols Skat a ae ia nee a DRA MN es SDM 10 00 
SAcrae aCe Mi OL ae eee bey et oh ee ae I0 00 
G BUGS), Fs HMA a ech I a RN tens OR RR Re Ue 25 00 
Kiric ele tee. Lys NEE ae sy or la ae 20 00 
PAC amear mee. CAR UM rae OW le 10 00 
ANION A 2eky, teh eee Saag MES I5 00 
DRAT SIS ter eee wer mty hob ur A eR!) apnea 10 00 


Increased fees may be allowed according to the cir- 
cumstances for multipie, compound, or complicated 
dislocations. 


OPERATIONS including subsequent attention 


45. 
46. 


the information provided for in the within Form, itemizing the services rendered, giving the 
fying the work done at each call or visit. No lump sum allowance can be made which 


but when another practitioner is known to have rendered service also this fact should be mentioned. 
hospi‘al the house surgeons, when available, must be utilized as anzthetist and assistant. 


Minor operations, not otherwise provided for 

up to $10 00 
Major operations, not otherwise provided for 

up to 60 00 
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49. 
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ae 


Removal of eye .up to $40 oo 


Extraction of steel from iaterior of eye ball * 50 00 
PEDO CLOT Aye asd ix MO Bee ca 50 00 


50. General anaesthetic (by doctor when House 
Surgeon not available).................. 00 
51. Assistant (when considered necessary by the 
BOAT)... ee, ey fake, TA es 5 00 
X-RAY when required 
Py RO rekes ct Renan neers MEP Rene ee PO gk et $ 3°50 
BS pp OL KOOL Aree ehhh andy ey ne ee ke 5 00 
54.0 Ottle « onl shoulder 211) iis 1 We iat 5 00 
BS PL OMDeLVIG OC: DID y siecart Foy ah eau ees ae 7 50 
56.) “Ol spine, head, or, eye: (Spe ree Lean eee Io 00 
57. These fees include number of exposures 


necessary and print if required by Board. 


VISITS AND ATTENDANCES not included in other 


aa 


allowances 

First visit at plant, home or hospital........ $ 2 50 
Birstsvisiti ato nice: 1,6 Seer tig e se eh I 50 
Subsequent visit at) homey. i ee Ne I 50 
Subsequent visit at office or hospital...... I 00 


The above fees may he increased or decreased 
according to the nature of the injury, the dressings 
required, and other circumstances. 

The Board will pay only for a reasonable number of 
visits or dressings, depending on the nature of 
the injury. 

Night visit away from office (between 8 p.m. and 
7 a.m.) $1.00 extra. 

Mileage 5o0c. one way outside town or city limits, for 
trips specially made for the case, not exceeding 
$10.00. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Fees in all cases include necessary dressings and 
drugs. 

Attention at plant by a doctor under contract, except 
upon special emergency cal], is to be treated as if 
it were at the doctor’s office. 

Hospital fees will only be allowed for treatment of 
out-patients in Emergency and Clinical depart- 
ments. 

Fees for services not covered by the above schedule 
are to be in corresponding proportion to the fees 
specified. ‘ : , 

Fees higher than those specified in the schedule will 
be approved when in the opinion of the Board 
circumstances so warrant. 

Consultation fees allowed only when 
authorized or approved by the Board. 


specifically 


Effective March 26th, 1918. 


This schedule applies to services under the provisions of The Workmen's Compensation Act. It has been 
approved by the Council of the College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario. 


To enable the Board to deal satisfactorily with accounts, practitioners are requested to be careful to furnish all 


date and place of and speci- 
the particulars do not justify, 


Nothing must be included in these items except services personally rendered by the surgeon signing the account, 


In operations at a 
Where treatment by a special- 


ist is necessary the case should be transferred; concurrent accounts cannot be entertained. 





Dear Sir, 


Accounts are required to be rendered as follows : 
Where treatment is closed within a month after commencem 


ately after final treatment; 
Where treatment continues 


If it is found after sending the form 


soon as possible. : 


longer than such month, 
MONTH?’S treatment. : 


Appropriate forms will be sent in each case, 
being noted at the top of the form. 





66 Temperance Street, Toronto, Ontario 


ent of disability, immedi- 


immediately after EACH 


the period covered by subsequent accounts 


that the claim cannot be allowed, notice will be given as 


Yours truly, 


THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BOARD, 
N. B. WORMITH, Secretary 
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TEX TS PSP 14 


Toronto, May 30, 1922. 
Honourable Peter Smith, M.P. Ess 
Provincial Treasurer, 
Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, Ont. 

Sir: 

fe apparent over-charge on Pathescope prints by the Pathescope of 
Canada, Limited. 


I have consulted the files of the Motion Picture Bureau since its in- 
ception. and can find nothing on record that might be construed to mean that 
the Motion Picture Bureau is to pay 10¢ per foot for Pathescope prints based 
on the measurement of the negatives rather than the prints. Copies of corres- 
pondence bearing on the matter are attached herewith, and I would respect- 
fully direct your attention to a letter addressed to the Hon trate G. Howard 
Tverguson, signed by Mr. N. A. Howie, President of the Company dated June 
28th, 1916. phe part of this letter that bears on the subject is the fourth 
paragraph. You will note that there is nothing in this letter providing that 
the measurement of the negative is to be the basis of the charge for prints, but 
it is particularly stated that the prints are to be purchased on Pathescope non- 
inflammable film, at the rate of 10e per foot. The letter attached is marked 
Exhibit “A” and is a copy of the original on file. 

‘The next letter I find bearing on the subject is dated June 5th, 1917, a 
copy of which is attached and marked Exhibit “P.” You will note the post-_ 
script at the bottom states: P.S. “The prices per foot quoted above are per 
foot of negatives. The price of 10¢ is per foot of ether Standard or Pathes- 
cope Film.” There is absolutely no mention made of the fact that the nega- 
tive measurement shall form the basis of charges for prints, but rather, it is 
emphatically stated in the post- script, that the "Burtenti may have eiher stan- 
dard or Pathescope films, at the rate of 10¢ per foot. 

I understood that representations have been made to you by the Pathes- 
cope of Canada Limited, to the effect that the late Mr. S. C. Johnston was 
aware of the fact that the Pathescope of Canada Limited were charging for 
Pathescope prints on the basis of negative measurements. 

Attached is a copy of a letter from the Honourable T. W. McGarry, dated 
January 30th, 1918, asking for a report relative to prices, this is marked 
Exhibit “0.” The reply by “Mr. S. C. Johnston under date of February 5th, — 
1918, is attached and marked Exhibit “D.” You will note that the third and ; 
fourth paragraphs of Mr. Johnston’s report to the Minister, particularly bear 
on the price per foot of positive film, particularly paragraph four, which is as 
follows :—‘The price per foot as quoted above are per foot of negative. The 
price of 10c¢ is per foot, either standard or Pathescope positives.” I take from 
this report that the late Mr. Johnston never understood that the Motion: 
Picture Bureau was to pay for Pathescope prints based on negative footage, 
but rather for the actual measurements delivered to the eeaeay 

r. W. Dawson, late Director of the Bureau, and who succeeded Mr. 
Johnston in the position, was in my office on May 26th (Friday last). I dis- 
cussed the entire matter with him, and he informs me that he was always of 
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the opinion that the Bureau only paid for actual measurements delivered to 
the Bureau and that if 1,000 ft. were paid for, and only 800 ft. delivered he 
was ignorant of that faet but believed to have received and paid for 1,000 ft. 
of finished stock. | 

I would further call your attention to the request for Tenders issued by 
myself February 23rd, 1920, A copy of the request is attached herewith and 
marked Exhibit “E.” You will note that the Pathescope Company was parti- 
cularly requested to quote “price on Pathescope size film prints per foot.” 
Their Tender under date of February 24th, 1920, is attached herewith, and 
puekcd Exhibit oH ’ You will note in the fourth paragraph of the Tender 
extra prints on either standard or Pathescope where the negative was made 
by ourselves, 10c per foot.’? You will also note in the next paragraph ‘‘Pathes- 
cope prints made from negatives other than our own, 18¢ per foot.” Further, 
there is my acceptance attached under date of March 2nd, 1920, and marked 
Exhibit “G.” The request for Tenders, the Tender, and the acceptance of 
same, in my opinion forms the contract. . 

I do not wish to burden you with further correspondence in the matter 
other than to state, that Tenders were called for a year ago, but never 
accepted and in calling for Tenders the Companies were advised that the old 
rates would be in force until a new contract had been accepted. As the contract 
entered into on March 2nd, 1920, is not for any specifie period, I think unless 
notice is given by either the Bureau, or the contracting Companies, the con- 
tract is still in force. 

I am at a loss to know upon what grounds the Pathescope Company con- 
tend that when 800 ft. of Pathescope film is delivered to the Bureau, they are 
entitled to payment for approximately 1,000 ft. Certainly when the Pathes- 
cope Company order say 1,000 feet of Pathescope raw stock from the man- 
ufacturer, 1,000 ft. is delivered to them, and not 800 ft. and all that is paid 
for is 1,000 ft. 

I therefore respectfully beg to submit that a refund is due to the Depart- 
ment based on the correspondence submitted to you and particularly on the con- 
tract entered into over two years ago. 

T have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
O. Exxiort, Director. 


Ee Bis, Pace i 
PATHESCOPE OF CANADA LIMITED. | 
Toronto, June 28th, 1916. 


Hon; G. Howard Ferguson, 
Parliament Buildings, 
Toronto, Ont. 


Sin — 
Dear Sir Re Moving Pictures. 


Tn confirmation of our conversation, we are submitting a proposition to 

put Northern Ontario on Moving Picture Filn p opkinwL tagh a Ma 

In our original estimate made some wee 3 ago, we cons F | Abide 

properly film all that you are likely to want of New Sen sha d take at 

00. : , ver , advanced to such a stage, tha 
20,000 feet in all. The season, however, has now advanced t ge, 
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we would not care to take and guarantee that we would turn out more than 
10,000 feet. This amount, however, we have no hesitation in guaranteeing. 
We might say, however, that we are satisfied that before you get through, you 


will easily require the large number of feet. | 

For the production of the first 10,000 feet of positive film, the cost would 
‘be 50 cents a foot, plus Operator’s Railroad expenses (not to exceed $300.00) 
which would amount to $5,000.00. 


We consider, however, that you would require five additional copies of 
each, the price of which would be 10 cents a foot, making a further amount of 
$5,000.00 or $10,000.00 in all for six copies of each subject. The above to be 
produced on Pathescope non-inflammable film. Any additional copies required 
over the above estimate, would be at the rate of 10 cents per foot. It is under- 
stood that you are not to be charged anything for wastage up to 10%, but over 
that amount, at the rate of 714 cents per foot. 


In fairness to ourselves, would say that the price above quoted, is an ex- 
tremely low one, as the majority of American firms to-day would charge any- 
where from 85 cents to $1.50 a foot. 


In the footage that we have figured out above, it means that you would 
have sufficient films available to give at least 18 demonstrations per night, and 
were same further augmented by say a couple of stock Comedies, so that the 
evenings performance could be opened with a Comedy and closed with one, 
you would then be able to hold four more demonstrations per night. 

Before commencing on the taking of the photographs, it is understood that 
we are to outline the whole plan or scenario on paper, and submit same for your 
approval and having this in mind, we would thank you to pick out for us some 
one man from your Department, who has a thorough knowledge of the North- 
ern Country, with whom we could consult with as often as necessary, as same 
would tend to simplify and expedite matters very much for us. 

Yours truly, 
PATHESCOPE OF Canapba, LIMITED, 
N. A. Howrz, 
President. 
Toronto, June 5th, 1917. 
Mr. 8. C. Johnston, 
Parliament Bldgs., 
Toronto. 
Dear Mr. Johnston :— 


Our prices for work to be done under your instruction for the Government 
of Ontario will be as follows :— 


For the first 25,000 feet 50c¢ Net. 
From 25,000 to 50,000 feet 45c Net. 
All over 50,000 feet 40c Net. 
These prices are for the first positive copy. Additional copies will cost 
10 cents per foot. Pictures of interiors, unless by special arrangement, will 
cost $1.00 per foot for the first positive copy, 10 cents per foot for additional 
“eopies. 


a a 
= Da 
a 
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: ‘There ate a few details which it might be well at this time to put in 
writing, and we therefore submit these at some length :— 

It is understood that all pictures now on order, or in future ordered by 
the Government of Ontario shall be taken by us under your direction. | 

After having taken the pictures ordered we will prepare a positive film 
for submission to you for inspection and approval. 

Before doing so we shall make such “trim” of the film as we consider de- 
sirable, and will submit to you only positive film, which in our judgment you 
are justified in accepting. Inferior or faulty photography will not be submitted. 

You are then at liberty if you consider it desirable to further trim the 
negatives not exceeding 10% without charge. 

“Trim”? in excess of 10% made to your order will be charged for at the 
rate of 714 cents per foot of negative. 

Fifty per cent. of the charge for the first positive copy shall be payable to 
us when and as this film receives your inspection and approval. The remain- 
ing fifty per cent is payable when the completed reels of film are delivered to 
you. 

In order that there shall be no delay in taking the photographs desired it 
is urgently desirable that orders should be placed as far in advance as possible. 
Good camera men are not easily procurable and we should be given the orders 
in ample time to make all arrangements necessary for the successful carrying 
out of the work. 

Tt is of still greater importance that orders for machines be placed 
several months before they will be required for use. Under war conditions 
particularly this is indispensable. From four to six months will be required 
under present conditions for the filling of any orders of unusual size. 

Yours faithfully. 
PaTHESCOPE OF Canava LIMITED, 
G. Frank BEER, 
President. 
P.S:—The prices per foot quoted above are per foot of negative. The 


price of ten cents is per foot of either Standard or Pathescope film. 





Exutsit “CO” Page 1. 


Toronto, January 30th, 1918. 
ab Olin 
a a you herewith a letter I have just received from G. Frank Beer 
of the Pathéscope of Canada, Limited. | 
You might prepare and send me a report upon this matter. 
Yours very truly, 
(Sed.) T. W. McGarry, 


Provincial Treasurer. 


S.C, Johnston, Esq., 
Buildings. | 
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Exutsit ‘‘D’’? Page 1. 


Parliament Buildings, 
Torontoe,. Feb. 5th, 1918. 


Memo for the Honourable T. W. McGarry. 

I beg to asknowledge receipt of your letter with one received from Mr.. 
G. Frank Beer of the Pathéscope Company, with regard to proposed change in. 
agreement governing price of film. 

I beg to report the following :— 

On June 5th, 1917, Mr. Beer wrote this office as follows:—“Our price 
for film to be done under your instructions for the Government of Ontario will 
be as follows :— 





Hor the ‘tiret:25 OGQa8t) ) eee Poss Gace 50° cents net. 
rom. 25/0000: SOLOOOMIt 1", 2, eee ee 45 cents net. 
Allover SOOO 0 FT. eet ae ete ee 40 cents net. 


These prices are for the first positive copy, additional copies will cost 
10 cents per foot. Pictures of interiors, unless by special arrangement, will 
cost $1.00 per foot for the first positive copy and 10 cents per foot for addi- 
tional copies. 

The prices per foot quoted above are per foot of negative. The price of 
10 cents is per foot either standard or Pathéscope positive. } 

To the 31st of January, the Department of Agriculture have been charged 
with 14,188 ft. The Department of Lands, Forests and Mines have’ been. 
charged with 8,277 ft.; The Department of Highways 1,541 ft.; The Depart- 
ment of Public Works 676 ft.; The Provincial Secretary’s Department 5,000: 
ft., making a total of 29,682 ft. These have all been charged at the rate of 50 
cents per foot as it was considered advisable by this office to make the adjust-- 
ment of price on finished copy rather than on scenes without titles. As each 
of these Departments has purchased film according to the agreement above 
stated, it would appear that the Pathéscope Company should make arrange- 
ments with the various Departments, rather than, with the Provincial Trea- 
surer. 

Yours very truly, 
(Sged.) S. C. Jonnsron, 
Director. 


Exuipit “EE” Page 1. 


Toronto, Feb 23rd, 1920.. 
W. Redpath Esq., 
Pathéscope of Canada Limited, 
156 King Street; W., City. 
Dear Sir: 
Your letter of the 11th, addressed to the Provincial Motion. Picture 


. 
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Bureau, has been referred to me by the Minister, and I am directed to ask 
you to tender as follows :— 

Negative and first print per foot. 

Negative, Interior work, per foot. 

Prints, per foot. 

Toning, per foot. 

Tinting, per foot. 

Pathéscope size films prints, per foot. 

Title cards. 

State percentage of negative that may be trimmed (without charge to 

Over the limited percentage, state the charges for wastage per foot for 
negative, and, per foot for positive. 

I shall be glad to receive your tender on the above at the earliest possible 
date, in order that cost of production and the policy of the Department for 
the year ean be decided at once. 

Yours very truly, 
(Sed.) O. Exxiorr, 
Inspector. 


Exuisit “FE” Pace 1. 


PatTuEscope oF Canapa, LIMITED. 
Toronto, Feb. 24th, 1920. 


Mr. O. Exvxiort, 
Inspector of Theatres, 
Toronto, Ont. 
Dear Sir: 
Replying to your letter of the 23rd, we beg to tender on your work as. 
follows :— 
Exterior negative and first print on either Standard or Pathescope stock,, 


75 cents per foot. | : 
Interior negative and first print on either Standard or Pathéscope stock, 


$1.00 per foot. ; wa 
Extra prints on either Standard or Pathéscope, where the negative was 


made by ourselves, 10 cents per foot. _ 
Pathéscope prints made from negative other than our own, 13 cents per 


a Toning on Pathéscope or Standard stock, 2 cents per foot extra. 
Tinting, Standard or Pathéscope stock, one cent per foot extra. 
We will furnish regular title cards, prepare the negative, etc. charging 
at the rate of 75 cents per foot for the finished product. For art titles we will 
charge the cost of the card, less the amount paid for the regular titles. This 
extra cost would be in the neighbourhood of $1.50 to $2.00 each, the footage 
of film remaining the same, 75 cents per foot. 
We agree to trim the pictures before submitting them ee charge, ani 
after we have done this, the Bureau may take off another 10% without any 
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cost to themselves. Any negative not used in the picture, but taken at your 
order, will be charged at the rate of 15 cents per foot, and the positive prints 
that are wasted will be charged at 5 cents per foot. 
Yours truly, 
Pathéscope of Canada Limited. 
W. Reppatu. 


Wxniscr, “GCG” 


W. Repparu, Esq., 

Pathéscope of Canada, 

156 King St. West, City. 
Dear Sir :— 

With further reference to your Tender of February 24th on the work of 
the Motion Picture Bureau. I beg to advise you that this has been accepted, 
and you are to consider the Tender in force from this date. Any work ordered 
prior to this date and which has not been completed, must of course be com- 
pleted under the previous rates. 

Yours very truly, 
(Sed.) O. Exxrort, 
Inspector. 


INDEX 


To THE Report, EVIDENCE, ETC., OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 


PAGE, 
A YEARS TS Aw examined. ceae...<.. Be MES) Ses SRN! %, CR dati Bree Aas 443-66, 710, 717, 766 
B®£cKe"t, IML ATIED BW,» “COATT IN Cy ao. pic rematan rs Povahems bore tote vole te sa tebe mss kl ER id a 637-42 
OWA NILL.. ~ VVit sin. VO XL EVOL eae es cotta n wiki ate Gist c oe Maal icod Cardenas 4 bee 690-97 
terete hens. NA) OR ATLV INA CCL menue rennet 3s es ess Gre yi ce obs o OL Dee ee eek cee ta ee 951 
Bete 1 COLUTR UIA, ACO mm i Nee tena Ot Geo sale rare ney vces’s ce ba be Ohh alata ites Cea. ces 228-43 
eres: |) AIR ln MO A IVOO oe. sic a, ots ia lace lose cdeevasdentouate.ceunswin tio AE GRETA SEE bette oa 484-87 
MIO WCAY PEN OS ONO os oa a ec a a cachave als + RARE trope oy Ye ay, Pete ees | et Ed 487-521, 787 
Hoct,. Percy Ws examined ....... Rem Ramet Nar me vesn Nef. ba MN RE het eee Ree 944 
soe) AI NW BE eS TPU IRR Oe Sy SI M8 Tat afta aha a" eshay'oh al aashe Uh SRS RAMEN AD a ARN lis ae cue TNOH27 
“Chairman Elected ....... Saran ans PALE tL ona ENR, TOS e BRAT «ORR eR oy a 34 
CPOAELTON, INSPECTOR, |; EXAMINE iii gis Sere Cd eile DUA Aa EM Kit RON 642-45, 713 
Chippawa-Queenston Com. 

pARY. FAY wexalnied uta Te eA A eee MRT EM APS KLE P Ben Wah domi a 64, 75, 79, 97, 101-19 
ria OR: Teer cert rh eek Ane OES Bore She Sila che winced Aas aaa 245-78 
Gerasy, MRANK 3. OXAMINEC 4. ssa ees cede asns +s oa. Me. PUMA, spas 740-47 
Cross, HERBERT H., examined ......... SES ts Secatia Gee) ARERR IL EL SM. Aes oR Ge 714-17 
CEUICKSHANK, JOHN, CXOMINEO) coi. c le ils e a eee yee $2 SUES Re 526-7, 533-41 
uo eeaieae ET EAN WROTE EMMA G4 hen ccspcige nce ola! alverosco vs de omat bovine: aiayiad @aduiann-synprdareiaae, Syneoed i 541-47 
PreK SOM JOH NU W:)) (OXAIMINGE (La ola aves wees ee cnn SN aN Ae a ep Oana a 718-23 
DUNTOR, WoW erexaMineds Wit ©. ssi4 cae cose Le ele eae Ob a we Be Be ee oe 425-42 
Foe MAvOR “GENERAL. SXAMINGH 2h. ec eee ew ee eee ewe ng hae Re ale 389-425 
ELLiotT,: OTTER; examined ..... DM RAIS FC NNN OSE Te Sihiia Seog) ir wugr i! Ws faey pine eee a ean 960-70 
Peenibits: ts. 3% Po Boe pe NaS nde a ta tle alte eo A amarante alata tee Bemis SN 971-998 
eee, (Sa ater. errr WO oe. cbs ska) sie ws 3 ts! eels ao: oan we amas ele Teal) een labs 646-71, 747 
if 2-37 
POVAVELUE,, Js D),g pOXBMAATION Gero Siew 9 eats 6 ayes ee an le s tonse > 07 8 hema pans ely aaa 632-37 
Bruit export, TOPOL -. cu waniew sels a oe ie eyes Ces vie ae Wass tele gs 2m eee a 3-28 
Gs” By Ag) OXON + beaanesacckssaw asks aeeen sais 346 Gites eee 64, 75, 79, 97, 101-19 
Gorpon, LLoyp, examined ...... ac si ees Ras Mc ate ete ty haat pre ae ee Ete 378-89 
GerImLey, HeNey- Bie. GRAD Ned inc akn ese eee eae ee GFA Seas eo Fee ees 671-76 
nee: The Wel ORIN tte Se SeA mer eta eters so aise Se ese ae 179-208, 749-66 
4 ig 228-43 

HAveRSoN, JAMES, examined ...-.----+-+eeereee RA tM eee eo me ce & 


Highways; W. A. McLean, ee NS TIO CIM). dba Silas Cate Enso whan ee eee tee 127-48, 920 


PAGE. 

Hydro-Electric Com. 

Argument ve;Production. of DOCUMeRTS feten By vice cies bs ool tenets is) VOAE OND 

HONT MBM RANEY’S Motion [47 ea edie ae mateo tng ogists, aletecete ace mene ‘ 69-74 

Be ea) GA BY, CRAMPING Uo, ...°5 sm cia hip encode atatels lalale hala ee ceases SMenne 64, 75, 79-97, 101-19 

PRANCICN GEE STUART, | OXAMINGT. \40s.0ys erste seh alent een Eee reas eae ee 148-78. 

Bee aA VOX ATI ITIOM ES 1 10) 6 265 Sv ce -asanis Pokey cane tate fone re as One ete a tae tae a 245-78 

COU S RVOSELUA, EXAMINE | s.5 <a. suelsls #\ bs piece Kile ie miele ntanala Ge Rennie lal ele RAGPenR eee 676-90 

DOVE THOMAS, EXAMINE i. os eee vere s eas she paweecny OR RRED oe eulater mer 548-63 
K =: SAMOS AMIETIOU (ia ts ie). la pee ares ete s “roid AOA Stele Oe weg aaa Me eee 776 
L Aves PROMO TOINO iiss 6 i 'sie wi s'a.4' «o's ene OE RMtOS alee ee aerate enn ne nee ren 600-4 
Rae POE SED Mer tO OTIC 5 Solin is. sue a aye Soke gene a ylig o> Coe nae ee ae Onn ete 245-78 
PaUNNOX  CRALSOR: ~ RESOLUTION i iis wins ons as hh Wine teen meotaatan fo ha, anne EGR aelthe Jn eee 829-61 
LENNOX charges, statement and argument... deduce © iacace cose ate nee a eee 794 
TEEN NOX Dutoki gO XA NOG. 5 gis 460 5 ess @ od clallar d aae Remi UM Reh RPA NET, pean eee 811 
JCC ancer, WV Nos COX AMITIEG, 6 ie oi i a st Rael Mag I MEd ea oS ee ce ee 786 
MOCUICH EON, WEE, CXAMUINEd - <6. < 4 odwadlnae Lage Eawlene ere had Ue so) Aeieel eeeeS 279-363. 
DOCMTOHEON. cAMUEL, examined ......2 sees eaves eee Peer RS ae ie Sed [rac 363-78 
MICIGEAN, VV Aa, CXAMINed  ....... .. . «jae ecschew eeeule eel eam genkee aa tA, Renee 127-48, 920-44 
M428", NV ELEM COXA MITC” 4; sc ve'eushe eee ee enee RET eee ee . e aie ln iene aetoeers 027-33 
NICs Pans PPOCECOd IRS: sie:) a's. bes. 5 ccatctede 9 eet ame aes erie EL ene Ue edie ovecans 34-64 
MONIGOMERY, “ALBERT .A., examined .i.sccccdns.eeees can, ORS 2 ee 563 
MOORE, WALTER, (T.,. examined: « 0.4. sch ovdlns oor 0 b.e ae tases RR ee, A 697-3 
Motion Picture Bureau: 

Piel BRAKE. CXAMINCG 6 2 ois. lk oete eters Rune alas eats eee ee eae 951 

PERCY? Wis BULLE, GxXAMiIned ©). 06 0. cUCR Rig tees le tae ee eee ae 944 

Oren. WIUIOTY, examined \).).!....%-2 ciawtenetiecie «tee ae ae noe ne 960» 
ONeAkIO TEMPERANCE ACT: 
BIEaOtON TD, 1. WO Las, CXAMINGM ~ ..4 0 5. ca semua eels oe uate ee ee 179-208, 749-66 
Pee ROON: (AMES, CXATNINGH |!) 5 ae ss «tse iel acsece aab ele ete etna te 228. 
PrCCUTOMEON, (HM. JE. OXamined®. . .. < ..5co4 le os eceleagtere nee aera nen eee 279-363 | 
POC PTCREON, DAMUEL, (CRAMIMEG 0.555 Jie exci oi cl epee aetna manne pawn te 363-78 . 
ROS A TORO Nc WOXaAINIMOd, fe Gtrade cs sca aie erdnetenreknd Loe eie. ai hese eS GOR aie a Per) ee 378-839" 
Pe BiOWen VAT 2 CHEN, OXA MIMO, 5c. 5 crecd noe lehe eee nate ee ele Len ate OA 389-425 . 
PPR LORE Wie Wes CRCAMINE § 3.5504 )s 3s ole wi gues gob aire lv ene nya ME Iara eam 425-42 
emeine pend! JA, ‘examined’ s. cu eis. oo pee teh bee Gown eae heeeares 442-66, 710, 717, 766 
eves hie, CRAM NOG 14.7 cc's eal esp we 9 Fusdiee a behie Se eee SG - ok RE 466-80» 
BAe ERLDO TW. oi 30,5 \ORAMITDE y ic disrcke Sais Schceiv oie w SOG ee oe 480-84 


PLANT, JAMES, WL). OXAMINE oA ecw bale ob si ie accla tele eee ee are IESE yO oso 8 484-87" 


PAGE, 


-Bupway, Frank W., examined .......... PPO RIN ed a Rr nn 487-521, 787 
| PEACKSHANE,) JOHNS examined’ yl,a%2 44 ox. boc 64. c. Dee 526-7, 533-41, 547-8 
Pee Ee ta VY Udauae sy OXaTN Ue Woes wss Ge) ho. dhiis SoS Lalo e. Neleee e ae 527-33 
EOS AOS ISSCC CaN MRR 9 € 1.071 COT Le Ag Oe CR UU 541-47 
Be ye Cer oePeKAMINAM, heme la odd Nia Me eek dy Lonel a ie Wey 548-63 
ON MEE BERT As OXAMINCM.. ae nt eee lek ys cla dd seks Sabet ee 563 
eee ORs OXAIMING ye nl cae fe tebe ods 5) hab Nel ivhiudl Ce ceam aes UL arieeh 600-4 
alctocnt and aretinent ereMarges te oo te Co ey oe a See 521-26, 613-32 
farcument re Summoning Gt witnesses, ete... 60.0. 8. h oo eae 595-9, 604 
FLAVELLE, J. D., examined Ta SPOMS pant ats (ala where? ats) suk aloiale Slate’ mt pe oane POLAT Sanaa 632-37 
PUI 03 NE AIA BED Sin Dh gee FC 20-2) C1 9 OTE 9 Le Oe A ean DR sb ins if Zana A 637-42 
aren PON A UNGP EG TOR MOxAMPINOU: boo cits cia ics che ley oe cn ne en oe 642-45, 713 
Beer EN Cr tN TN BOK UNINIOU ss). oes 4 ha ka Cale eres Soe dar oe 646-71, 747 
GRIDLEY, HENRY Mee RO MATL ETLOCL SG ss shale a wih Dialed a iaheders, Xe wid cna S'la mas oo ts a 671-76 
See POMEL UA NVC ALINT ITO LS Wis shit, wes tie. waite « Ws inte Wie ailpis ohiin: «cosh oie: Meme dctamal acd ee 676-90 
Pee eeV entra WV Sse OX ATMO sar ins cule ace wash oe oo. Vela eee ealleila io jane’ aude al OM babes ee ciy onda 690-97 
rename yy AL TOR 2 Leis ORAL TCC a fend oe a ols eta ac erates Tae NRNy la (L celie ond eh Greenery Weuecla-reag teresa 697-9 
ee He OA MARE, VORATIRINIO( (Gi bys che -sie ole Gi cigie. totcal era: sual ghe Mrexare '« otk. o ob eueee RishdiMnebs. «emenaetas 699-710 
eS NL BERT Wil COX NELITOC Wy ais leit lah ealidie it foi biicl s aivas'e laa to: when mv by BRAINS Mae cere ien her bls 714 
Ae ear Pee ES 2 MEET PCL tat pe ae eee) ecidiva: a Gl eicaleal stent ONS, Ape Hel atiaa enc ows aCe wie mua datas urea 714-17 
ee ONE OLE N VY oy ORAM BUC Ltn nla) scare oie) alialenrelratelsle'elerncanala MMe lala @ ers olny emt Lap 718-23 
Sear te OTUN, Esse) CR AML ILCCMRre tale Covers. Ghote ee & opwtatM erm aoa hishe wel Bere hate, Beelh erat 723-40 
eer HORA IEC Cy Ease Mea NOC b a aitee Cas oy eye o.lcite tenet 4 ets tape tapene a oneeleyh «aye plo Weaeer eians enaene 740-47 
mor 1 yB., OXAMINE.). 5k viejo a ey «= 30 NWA eiatalts ofa, Sok Mar ceae ene Me eaters. o gtahs -omnad tte. ohare mtess 776 
VEDON cls Hj py, BXATOINE, hak sie'a cys alo iotsiele ohne Wie Hle 4 «: elnkere) ajoie Ayala) ena: seine ante lwp au 778 
SMITH, FRANK, examined ...-.......-.+.+-- See ee 784 
McCarGER, WILLIAM B., eXaMined ......... cece eee eee e eee eee tee e eens 786 
Lennox, T. H., makes statement ..........- cece eee eect eee e cece eens ence 794-811 
LENNOX, T. H., CXAMINEH ....... cece e eee cette eee e eee e eee e tent eeneeens 811-28 
Lennox, T. H., Resolution and argument ......... cece cece cree cere eee erees 829-61 
tence, Wii, “ORAM CG OR cea tanace sys slain tom 410 ate o/s. o) os caee ew fone epee 480-84 
PRICE, SAMUEL, CXAMINEH ...... cece ce eee teen eee ence etree strc eecees 862 
UEENSTON-CHIPPAWA 

B. A> GABY, CXAMINEH ... 2... c nsec eee cece tee eee eee ese e eee e aes 64, 75, 79, 97, 101-19 
BL, STUART, CXAMINGD A. sine deals le coe re a nF eect als oe tee Selene cee ob eines 148-78 
PMT Aa eA. -OXATMINOM. tai ahaa camen inne eye mtioiel aca araye # oie #8 8 tat eS s reine aaa 245-78 
Ro: Hon. Mr., makes statement ......-:eeeeeeeeeee eee nte eres eerrcecs 613-17 
Raney, Hon. MkR., argument it. TE... secs cree se cere r esc er ase reecceceercsenes 617-32 
Report of Committee .......2+-ssseeenacecsereces Pa LYRE ei WO? Si) un aia td Rt ane te 31-4 

208-26 


RGCHESTER, W. Ts, CXAMIMED Wi opis ee seca sWnin ete Keser es meee es (eee ce neeus wnt 


PAGE. 
RooubSsrER jib. .C., ‘examined S700... SEES ie cee te ia ee 1s iE gin «Phe Seed 226-28 
Rogers, /Abpert H.; examined §.00 0... ee ee cree ene itl ALOR Ge a whiils ole 714 
Sa TA or NS VET T TNGU a elie a she oats sao le: ate -ats.a tw ar yate tle ae amas terial Bec i: fe 466-80 
SMITH, SARDM EEC MAIMIM CO) yo ateia cts a ie-olutes 4/5. ears ee Siete pee se! viel eens, 699-710 
Shitrry PRANK: examined’ Wi Se ate ss aa Coie, wer eee eles, gonienneeons die be te 784 
SMYTHE, JoHN R., examined ...... 6. . cic cece e etter eee eee eee nner e nee ; 723-40 
STUART, PRANGIS’ GER VExadinined’ ooo 08. ee eee eh cen whee Bare wien By SR SBN AE 148-78 
SGOT TOES eth Oma eee Ds LS coo a clge oo 6 ole a unieuie uebege prea otiieteds Ga eee eee 614, 726, 828 
‘PIMBER ENQUIRY: 
Wier OCHHGTBR, EXAMINER, 40: oe sede oe awe bh McA ceitioy Sone eee nce Se rae 7a : 208-26 
BegOeeRUCBESTER, GxaMII MOU We (ois\ois +15 » © sso mi soon eammeletar PPM TANT SR OMIA Ee, 226-28. 
ALTE LO Ca SO VEIL EMI Ms ea lohe oleae a RIN Ske A Se tela bagel Fe Re Reo ee, 667 
W ABREN,) Re Neeetalement soo tee cel tee Be Shen Ne See OES sb ee i 5YY 
WeDo (ly) bd Be Men TIOCe * NVotstsh.'. {sie teetet sta). alana s ela BT Pt ch A A 7178 
Weitiesses | SUMMOREd $4 so Waki 8S Wile ele a nthe ae Rall te tele Pe eRe AE el Ghent 32-3 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION: 
SAMUEL PRICK, CRAMMMEE \i.-.'. 1. wlals‘ele a etelalelatergte’s sah Tact toned ae ZAI | ole 862 


Pe MeCranwogern’s ‘complaint :.:..22hsceed hate ee Seeas. Peete ere cee 888 








oe ii if 
ak 


i 
ye 

Ue 

oh 


ATONE LB 3 
» Paty 
ee fl 


cP a ae} 
ey {ol ‘ 
hr eae 
a he ion 


ia by l 


) 
ioe ‘ ‘ 4k Wn Hi 


te 











mbly 


176062 
jo. Legislative Asse 


DoG. Ontar 
aol Journals. 
YoL.56 (1922) 


Ont 
L 


a 





University of Toronto 








ead 












Library 
2 | ||DO NOT 
: REMOVE 
3 || THE 
“| || CARD 
FROM 
THIS 
POCKET 





LOWE-MARTIN CO. LIMITED 





Acme Library Card Pocket | 


MW 


11466376 8 


S42 a bey = e 2 Pai 2 ‘i 3 = : re 


Ih 


Rip a gre asians oO 





Spa 


Aaa eg cp lets 


Rte? EAR 3 
eee ae: 


ce een 
ee 


ELEN Sy ital ER 
— 


Re 
; een 
Loe stot (oR ‘ 5 re “. 


Gig ae an shee: Zp : ie eas Sete 


Ae, 
= atia epnes 
2 Pe DIS sea, 
eg Repo h - : sai r < ye 
AEA PEED 
2 Sea vee 
sistas nae " Lge Sirk heg 

LO TEN MRCS TS «PE RE int caas ‘eer apt ieee 
ar ey th i rete 3 
2 5 GA PS 


ies SiR 
if SE Cit ni aya SAG 
PR A angen SS 
5 ne yar “ " < Aone 

3 Pees Z vem 5 e ) sda é ki i : é iets ‘ ! : 4 eT RE rg EN 
LIE A DARE f , = 
are 
Ere HOR Ra RS 

Fre aaa ay Sg NL 

pi Ss Os : : 

z: S 3 é 5 REO UNE 


SEMIS 
oa 
OL Pies EI his nese nig 


tosty i 


ES 


LAT Sot bps 
A CS RTE 
Sie or asa G EE * “ = <i Se er 
Lanssemney elaine S é Z : oe g ‘ oi Gem ncs woe ay ee oem 5 BE ‘ gS 2 Vee tin SAIS ais oe SY 
z 2 PRS FHS abe args Np SEER ESOS BERET 
RAE AE A * - ? re z WOES TEE ren ; Saino aA gi z GEL RANE EE REE ET EOS 
SEPT RY, TN 
MS io TSN! wes CURE Tat Nahe 5 ox : re IE, 


Ot Agia ee RE 
ao 


Bead EELS 
IE eer er ss : ‘ x (aia ig ee wa 
= es DEAN AL A TSA 
ahr 
SAT T z 
LE SRE LE EGR 7 = Sei : 7 ‘ ARG RL ap abe eee sh 3p 
ted . 2 “ r= y = Gla ier t gta ene wre Piety sare harm ge “ w 3 a a v Z SR ee a s di 
RMT edtN pach inh * LESS A al ety, Soh eo Gos Rap 9 dae Lo ‘ €isinigoD at seas 5 - See: : % ses a . eg : ‘ jee 
Mone ited oe Z 2 & Sapam forage 3 , 2 3 ; : ep rat RES MYLO ORES 
LAS eats 2 v fi # .a a poke or ~ 4 $ ; reek * : sone: es 
5 5 ¢ : y 4 igre Saree ‘ Pas eT see Se PETES 
Sa 
FAREED GALEN CIE, 
PEEP TP ALS CA 


NEP AG ELON ER BOG by aa swe 
ed ee Z “ = oe 
z: A pews : ARTE A Pied z e 4 ons 
: es tos “ 3 eee 5 Ee - 2 PH 
g 2 ROLLIE 9 wea (SI . ¥ ¢ ? zs ey cae : 2 Raden Ha mmie! 
Sma SIgete PRE ‘ 5 P 7 f : x igen . : Sclems " dt Sa Set ; a : ‘ A : = Lee Ree 
ed eee " 5 2 z cB * S 7 “ Pre ‘ . 7 es : ‘ . Prsari ges ‘ i zi 2 " eas 7 gS Ray AIR SI none 
VAYAMA OBL iste 3 ete : yee Ded rl 2 i : ; f " % : " : a ee Bs 5 : Sere = e 
AEH ECA SEK, : é Apap e i 
clas Spates iee cafe s . 
PRR ES 08 pease ere 5 5 iyi te eH : rn é 4 4 m Pelee ae ead 
Dipole re: pater Z 2 = BE Seg = 3 3 Sis ra > i oa : SPSS ACO: 
s , SFAEE : ‘ 
RELL Pe ee 2 PERE! 
NEARER YN LEE RAP LOE EE A RRA ED HN 
Lita Pieby, oge 


wigs Bhs Bin : Sentai, : evan eA, 
2 eis és a mae ’ is nies, ; f 4 Fe aes 
, LPL Retina goth aspen ; : , ; PI ey Roca 
SG TE LGD EE ELOY EY AIG é 2 
Nat iLO AE ae hh 4 recs 5 : re = : ’ ies 
OY CONE? g : Ae : ; ‘ . - : 3 : : : : : Soe Sp mH Ag : : Ae on eat NR RN eS eA PEST : 
Z La RP 3 SOS ves x \ : a S ioe é ; z ‘ : UA Se chad S s Spt eee Se 
LES LABOR AT AAT OW API A BO ESE G . i 5 " = : * 
FLA eH AR Be ee 


TAM Od it 
the tia tt gts 
‘ mae ? 3 Cc 6 > Ro aeons te eee nade oot : 
; su 2 : : < sy ; : 4 FERS ESRI te Pi 


SEE TR mgt Sb NA, 


PERERA DLR 





eat 


